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Treasury  Department, 
Washington,  December  9, 1968. 

Sirs  : I have  the  honor  to  report  to  you  on  the  finances  of  the  Federal 
Government  for  the  fiscal  year  1968.  The  main  text  of  this  report 
consists  of  a detailed  review  of  Treasury  fiscal  operations  and  adminis- 
trative reports  of  the  offices  under  my  supervision  during  the  fiscal  year 
1968,  along  with  supporting  exhibits.  This  general  introduction  reviews 
the  major  fiscal  and  financial  developments  that  have  taken  place  since 
the  time  of  my  last  report  in  May  of  this  year.  Also,  since  this  is  my 
final  report  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  I will  take  the  liberty  of 
commenting  briefly  upon  some  of  the  accomplishments  of  recent  years 
and  the  problems  that  remain. 

Overall  Review 

It  has  been  a major  objective  of  policy  during  the  past  year  to  reverse 
decisively  the  trend  toward  larger  deficits  in  our  internal  budget  and 
in  our  international  balance  of  payments,  while  continuing  to  sustain 
the  current  economic  expansion.  Despite  the  delay  in  enactment  of  the 
fiscal  restraint  program  until  late  June,  encouraging  progress  has  been 
made  toward  the  achievement  of  a better  degree  of  financial  balance 
and  the  economy  continues  to  expand  vigorously. 

Enactment  of  the  fiscal  restraint  package  in  late  June  marked  a 
significant  change  in  the  national  financial  position.  The  budget  deficit, 
which  had  become  excessively  large,  was  turned  decisively  in  the 
direction  of  balance.  Internationally,  the  enactment  of  fiscal  restraint 
greatly  strengthened  foreign  confidence  in  the  dollar.  Our  balance  of 
payments  has  shown  steady  improvement  during  the  course  of  the 
year  and  a small  surplus  was  actually  registered  on  the  liquidity  basis 
during  the  third  quarter — the  first  such  quarterly  surplus  in  3 years. 

During  the  calendar  year  1968,  the  economy  continued  to  grow  at  a 
relatively  rapid  pace.  Delay  in  enactment  of  the  fiscal  restraint  pack- 
age contributed  to  the  rapidity  of  the  advance  and  led  to  some  inten- 
sification of  inflationary  pressures.  During  the  first  half  of  the  year, 
gross  national  product  in  constant  prices  rose  at  more  than  a 6 percent 
annual  rate — appreciably  above  the  approximately  4 percent  trend 
rate  of  growth  in  capacity.  Tliis  more  than  6 percent  rate  of  growth  in 
real  output  represented  a significant  acceleration  from  a rate  slightly 
below  4 percent  in  the  second  half  of  calendar  1967. 

XV 
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The  upward  movement  of  prices,  which  moderated  during  the  first 
half  of  1967,  had  already  stepped  up  by  the  second  half  of  1967.  The 
further  quickening  in  the  pace  of  expansion  in  the  first  half  of  calendar 
1968  added  to  inflationary  pressures.  Therefore,  a shift  to  fiscal  re- 
straint was  badly  needed  in  order  to  bring  inflationary  tendencies 
under  better  control  and  to  start  a movement  back  toward  relative 
price  stability.  This  was  recognized  as  essential  for  the  continued 
strength  and  stability  of  the  dollar  at  home  and  abroad. 

During  the  second  half  of  calendar  1968  the  expansion  of  the  econ- 
omy gradually  began  to  show  some  moderating  tendencies.  Fiscal  re- 
straint did  not  have  a strong,  immediate  effect  upon  the  overall  pace  of 
economic  expansion,  nor  was  it  expected  to.  But,  the  rise  in  gross  na- 
tional product  in  the  third  quarter  was  somewhat  below  the  faster  pace 
of  the  first  half,  although  final  sales  were  very  strong.  Moderate  easing 
of  the  pace  of  expansion  appeared  to  be  probable  in  the  period  ahead, 
but  there  were  no  signs  of  the  fiscal  “overkill”  that  some  had  feared 
at  the  time  the  need  for  fiscal  restraint  was  being  debated. 

The  budget  deficit  on  national  income  account  fell  sharply  from  a 
rate  of  about  $10  billion  to  a rate  of  $3  billion  by  the  third  quarter  of 
1968.  The  move  toward  fiscal  restraint  will  be  continuing  in  the  first 
half  of  calendar  1969  when  the  national  income  budget  is  expected 
to  swing  into  surplus.  On  a unified  budget  basis,  the  deficit  had  soared 
to  $25.2  billion  in  fiscal  1968  when  legislative  delays  were  encountered 
in  implementing  fiscal  restraint.  In  the  early  parts  of  fiscal  1969  the 
deficit  position  on  the  unified  basis  began  to  narrow  quickly.  While  a 
final  assessment  will  necessarily  await  the  J anuary  budget,  it  appeared 
that  the  budget  results  for  fiscal  1969  would  be  greatly  improved  from 
the  $5  billion  deficit  estimated  in  the  midyear  budget  review  of  Sep- 
tember 1968. 

Immediate  and  substantial  relief  on  the  price  front  could  not  be 
expected.  While  there  were  some  encouraging  signs  in  the  second  half 
of  calendar  year  1968,  it  would  take  a considerable  period  of  time  for 
a noninflationary  pattern  of  expansion  to  be  reestablished.  The 
strength  of  inflationary  tendencies  in  late  1968  only  underlined  the 
importance  of  the  move  toward  fiscal  restraint  begun  at  mid-1968.  In 
the  absence  of  thati  fiscal  move,  there  would  have  been  serious  risk  of 
an  inflationary  breakout  of  prices.  This  would  have  threatened  the 
current  expansion  and  delayed  unduly  the  achievement  of  balance-of- 
payments  equilibrium.  While  the  fiscal  action  was  long  delayed,  it  was 
taken  in  time  to  avert  these  serious  consequences. 

With  demand  pressures  easing  a little  and  a period  of  somewhat 
moderate  growth  in  prospect  for  the  first  half  of  calendar  1969,  some 
improvement  in  price  performance  was  a reasonable  expectation,  How- 
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ever,  cooperation  and  restraint  on  the  part  of  both  business  and  labor 
would  be  vitally  important  to  the  early  restoration  of  a more  stable 
cost-price  relationship. 

The  improved  Federal  budgetary  outlook  was  already  becoming  an 
important  influence  in  the  money  and  credit  markets  in  the  second 
half  of  calendar  1968.  During  the  third  quarter  the  net  market  impact 
of  Federal  finance  was  little  changed  from  the  corresponding  period 
a year  earlier.  But  by  the  fourth  quarter  there  was  a significant  decline 
in  Federal  financial  requirements  relative  to  a year  earlier. 

In  the  first  half  of  calendar  1969,  the  Federal  financial  sector  will 
return  to  the  traditional  seasonal  pattern  of  sizable  repayment  of  debt. 
The  net  effect  would  be  a very  appreciable  reduction  of  pressures  from 
this  source  on  the  money  and  capital  markets.  However,  private  de- 
mands for  credit  were  still  running  at  a relatively  high  rate  in  the  sec- 
ond half  of  1968.  After  some  initial  easing  in  response  to  passage  of 
the  Kevenue  and  Expenditure  Control  Act  of  1968,  interest  rates  rose 
irregularly  during  the  late  summer  and  into  the  autumn. 

On  the  international  side,  substantial  progress  was  made  during 
1968  toward  achieving  equilibrium  in  the  balance  of  payments.  A huge 
deficit  in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1967  was  reduced  sharply  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1968  as  the  Action  Program  announced  by  President 
Johnson  on  New  Year’s  Day  got  underway.  In  the  second  quarter,  the 
liquidity  deficit  declined  further  and  actually  moved  into  a small 
surplus  position  in  the  third  quarter.  On  the  official  settlements  basis, 
results  were  equally  impressive. 

This  sharp  improvement  in  the  balance  of  payments  was  extremely 
welcome.  However,  transitory  elements  were  responsible  for  some  of 
the  improvement.  Furthermore,  the  composition  of  the  balance  was  far 
from  ideal.  A large  part  of  the  improvement  was  attributable  to  foreign 
capital  inflows  whose  continuation  on  that  scale  was  far  from  assured. 
The  trade  account  did  begin  to  show  signs  of  improvement  after  the 
second  quarter  but  was  still  at  very  low  levels.  It  was  clear  that  a pro- 
longed effort  would  be  required  to  rebuild  the  trade  surplus  to  a satis- 
factory level.  A period  of  moderate  domestic  growth  and  a return  to 
a less  inflationary  environment  would  be  of  great  help  in  strengthening 
the  trade  position. 

The  notable  balance-of-payments  progress  achieved  in  1968  had 
necessarily  relied  primarily  on  temporary  measures.  The  long  term 
measures  to  increase  exports,  to  reduce  nontariff  barriers  and  to  increase 
foreign  investment  and  travel  in  the  United  States  have  only  begun  to 
have  an  impact.  Moreover,  the  continuation  of  a high  level  of  military 
expenditures  in  the  Far  East  has  limited  our  ability  to  neutralize 
Government  expenditures  abroad.  Certainly,  until  the  full  effects  of 
longer  run  measures  materialize,  we  cannot  safely  abandon  the  tern- 
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porary  measures,  particularly  the  restraints  over  U.S.  capital  outflow, 
which  are  accountable  for  so  much  of  the  recent  improvement. 

In  the  international  financial  area,  the  past  year  has  seen  a number 
of  important  developments.  Two  major  threats  to  the  continued  sta- 
bility of  the  international  financial  system  were  dealt  with  effectively 
by  cooperative  action.  The  first  occurred  early  in  the  year  and  centered 
around  speculative  activity  in  the  gold  market.  The  second  occurred 
late  in  the  year  and  involved  special  measures  to  deal  with  the  inter- 
national financial  repercussions  of  large  speculative  capital  inflows  to 
West  Germany.  In  each  case,  multilateral  consultation  and  discussion 
among  the  major  financial  nations  led  to  an  agreed  upon  course  of 
action  and  at  least  a temporary  resolution  of  the  problems  encountered. 

Against  a background  of  multilateral  cooperation,  further  progress 
was  made  during  the  year  toward  the  activation  of  the  Special  Draw- 
ing Rights  machinery  to  provide  by  deliberate  decision  over  the  years 
ahead  new  reserve  assets  supplemental  to  gold  and  dollars.  On  June 
19, 1968,  President  Johnson  signed  the  bill  authorizing  U.S.  participa- 
tion in  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  Plan.  The  U.S.  acceptance  of  the 
proposed  amendment  to  the  Fund’s  Articles  of  Agreement  and  cer- 
tificate of  participation  were  then  transmitted  to  the  Fund.  The  United 
States  was  the  first  Fund  member  to  complete  both  steps.  As  I indi- 
cated in  my  remarks  at  the  Annual  Meeting  of  the  Fund  and  the 
World  Bank,  the  U.S.  Government  was  proud  to  act  promptly  both  to 
ratify  the  amendments  establishing  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  fa- 
cility and  to  deposit  its  instrument  of  participation. 

Tax  Policy 

The  major  tax  development  since  the  time  of  my  last  report  was 
the  Revenue  and  Expenditure  Control  Act  of  1968  (Public  Law 
90-364)  which  was  approved  by  President  Johnson  on  June  28,  1968. 
This  measure  not  only  increased  taxes  but  also  required  reduction 
in  Federal  spending  and  employment  and  amended  the  Social  Security 
Act.  Fuller  details  on  this  and  other  developments  in  tax  policy  dur- 
ing the  fiscal  year  1968  are  provided  on  pages  25-37  of  the  accompany- 
ing report. 

Since  there  was  lengthy  legislative  delay  in  enactment  of  the  fiscal 
restraint  package,, a brief  revieAv  of  the  events  leading  up  to  its  final 
passage  may  be  useful.  The  initial  proposal  for  a general  increase  in 
income  taxes  was  made  by  President  Johnson  in  his  state  of  the 
Union  message  of  January  10,  1967.  He  called  for  a surcharge  of  6 
percent  on  both  individual  and  corporate  income  taxes  to  last  for  2 
years  or  so  long  as  the  unusual  expenditures  associated  with  our  efforts 
in  Vietnam  continue.  The  temporary  surcharge  was  to  be  effective 
from  July  1,1967. 
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As  revised  estimates  of  revenues  and  expenditures  made  it  clear 
that  the  budget  deficit  would  be  much  larger  than  had-been  anticipated 
in  . early  1967,  President  Johnson  requested  on  August  3,  1967,  that 
the  surcharge  be  raised  from  6 to  10  percent.  Aside  from  the  recom- 
mendation for  a 10-percent  surcharge  the  President  repeated  his 
January  1967  recommendations  for  a further  speedup  of  corporate 
tax  collections  and  a postponement  of  scheduled  reductions  in  excise 
taxes.  In  addition,  the  President  urged  the  Congress  to  exercise  the 
utmost  restraint  and  responsibility  in  the  appropriations  process  and 
to  make  every  effort  not  to  exceed  the  January  budget  estimates.  For 
its  part,  the  executive  branch  promised  to  take  every  proper  action 
within  its  power  to  reduce  expenditures  in  the  J anuary  budget. 

Hearings  were  held  on  the  tax  proposals  at  the  House  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  in  August  and  September  and  again  in  November 
1967  following  the  devaluation  of  sterling.  At  the  November  hearings 
the  Administration  presented  a two-part  plan : the  tax  proposals  and 
a specific  statutory  plan  for  expenditure  reduction  in  fiscal  1968  from 
the  levels  then  in  prospect.  While  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
did  not  take  favorable  action  on  the  proposals,  the  expenditure  reduc- 
tion part  of  the  plan  was  implemented  by  joint  congressional  and  execu- 
tive action  in  December  1967. 

On  January  22,  1968,  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  re- 
sumed its  hearings  on  the  President’s  tax  proposals.  The  committee 
took  favorable  action  on  the  corporate  tax  acceleration  and  excise  tax 
components  of  the  tax  package,  but  not  on  the  proposed  10-percent 
surcharge  on  individual  and  corporate  income  tax  liabilities.  The  cor- 
porate tax  acceleration  and  the  postponement  of  scheduled  excise  tax 
reductions  were  passed  by  the  Plouse  of  Kepresentatives  on  Feb- 
ruary 29, 1968. 

The  scene  then  shifted  to  the  Senate.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee 
approved  action  on  excise  taxes  and  the  corporate  tax  acceleration  but 
decided,  on  a close  vote,  against  the  proposed  10-percent  surcharge. 
On  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  however,  the  10-percent  surcharge  and  a 
ceiling  on  Federal  expenditures,  along  with  a number  of  other  amend- 
ments were  added  to  the  excise  tax  and  corporate  acceleration 
legislation. 

The  bill  went  to  conference  in  early  April  but  further  delay  ensued. 
The  House  finally  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  June  20  and  the 
Senate  on  June  21.  The  Kevenue  and  Expenditure  Control  Act  of  1968 
(Public  Law  90-364)  was  signed  by  the  President  on  June  28,  1968. 
In  addition  to  its  tax  provisions  and  the  amendment  of  certain  provi- 
sions of  the  Social  Security  Act,  the  final  legislation  provided  limita- 
tions on  1969  budget  authority  and  outlays  of  $10  billion  and  $6  billion, 
respectively,  below  the  levels  estimated  in  the  1969  budget  with  certain 
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specific  exceptions.  It  also  required  specific  recommendations  by  the 
President  in  the  budget  message  for  fiscal  1970  for  rescinding  $8  billion 
of  carryover  obligational  authority. 

At  the  time  of  final  congressional  action,  I indicated  my  belief  that 
the  decisive  vote  increasing  taxes  and  decreasing  projected  public  ex- 
penditures— both,  unpopular  measures  in  an  election  year — should  go 
far  to  sustain  confidence  in  the  dollar,  the  economy  on  which  it  is  based, 
and  our  system  of  government.  The  favorable  congressional  action  was 
a momentous  decision — ^to  pay  our  nation’s  bills  and  order  our  economic 
and  financial  affairs  in  such  a manner  as  to  reduce  sharply  the  twin 
deficits  in  our  budget  and  international  balance  of  payments.  Events 
since  June  1968  have  only  served  to  reinforce  my  belief  that  the  pass- 
age of  the  Revenue  and  Expenditure  Control  Act  of  1968  was  a crucial 
step,  marking  a decisive  improvement  in  our  financial  affairs. 

Financial  Policies  and,  Debt  Management 

In  the  domestic  financial  area,  the  past  year  has  been  one  of  contin- 
uing strong  demands  in  our  money  and  capital  markets.  During  the 
first  part  of  calendar  1968,  the  Federal  Reserve  was  applying  some 
monetary  restraint.  FolloAving  the  devaluation  of  sterling  in  Novem- 
ber 1967,  the  discoimt  rate  was  raised  from  4 percent  to  41/2  percent. 
In  early  1968,  with  little  apparent  progress  being  made  toward  the  en- 
actment of  a fiscal  restraint  program,  the  discount  rate  was  raised 
in  two  further  one-half  point  steps  (March  15,  1968,  and  April  19, 
1968)  to  a level  of  5^2  percent.  In  January  reserve  requirements  on  de- 
mand deposits  in  excess  of  $5  million  were  raised  by  one-half  of  one  per- 
cent and  in  April  the  maximum  rates  payable  on  certificates  of  deposit 
were  raised  to  6)4  percent  on  the  longest  maturities.  Total  and  non- 
borrowed  reserves  increased  substantially  in  January  and  February 
but  then  remained  about  flat  through  the  middle  of  the  year. 

Both  short  and  long  term  interest  rates  on  Government  securities 
dipped  early  in  1968  after  rising  steadily  in  the  last  half  of  1967.  Three- 
month  Treasury  bills  averaged  a bit  less  than  5 percent  in  February 
1968  after  edging  above  5 percent  earlier  in  the  year.  Interest  rates 
on  Government  securities  then  rose  until  late  May  when  the  expectation 
of  imminent  fiscal  action  sponsored  an  easing  trend.  At  the  high  point 
in  late  May,  3-month  Treasury  bills  reached  5.92  percent  and  longer 
bills  edged  above  6 percent.  Intermediate  coupon  rates  moved  up  about 
one-half  of  one  percent  in  this  period.  High  grade  corporate  and  mu- 
nicipal bond  yields  also  moved  higher. 

An  easing  trend  in  interest  rates  began  before  the  passage  of  the 
Revenue  and  Expenditure  Control  Act  of  1968  and  was  accommodated 
by  monetary  policy  during  the  summer.'  In  August  the  discount  rate 
was  reduced  from  5i/^  percent  to  5%  percent.  The  Board  of  Governors 
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of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  stated  that  the  change  was  primarily 
technical,  to  align  the  discount  rate  with  the  change  in  money  market 
conditions  which  had  occurred  chiefly  as  a result  of  the  increased  fiscal 
restraint  and  a lower  Treasury  demand  for  financing  resulting  from 
the  enactment  of  the  tax  increase  and  its  related  expenditure  cuts. 

With  the  economy  moving  ahead  rapidly  and  private  demands  for 
credit  continuing  to  be  strong,  interest  rates  began  to  move  back  up 
again  by  early  autumn.  Three-month  Treasury  bills  which  averaged 
5.10  percent  in  August  were  near  5%  percent  by  late  November.  Most 
other  interest  rates  rose  during  this  period  and  yields  on  some  private 
securities  were  not  far  below  their  highs  for  the  year.  New  Aa-rated 
corporate  bonds  were  slightly  above  7 percent,  new  municipal  bonds 
were  at  4%  percent  and  new  home  mortgages  were  about  7^  percent. 
Most  rates  rose  further  in  early  December. 

A relatively  large  volume  of  private  securities  had  been  offered  for 
sale  during  the  course  of  the  year,  partly  accounting  for  the  continuing 
high  level  of  interest  rates.  Gross  corporate  offerings  appeared  likely 
to  total  some  $21  billion  for  the  year — only  slightly  below  the  record 
1967  total  of  $24  billion.  State  and  local  offerings  in  1968  were  running 
about  13  percent  above  the  1967  rate  and  would  probably  reach  some 
$161/2  billion  for  the  year  as  a whole. 

While  private  demands  for  credit  appeared  likely  to  remain  rela- 
tively strong,  there  had  been  a pronounced  alteration  in  the  Federal 
financial  position  with  the  passage  of  the  tax  and  expenditure  legis- 
lation. Federal  demands  continued  to  run  at  a fairly  high  level  in  the 
third  quarter  of  1968  but  then  began  to  fall  off  very  appreciably.  This 
was  readily  apparent  from  a comparison  of  prospective  Federal  mar- 
ket impact  for  the  final  three  quarters  of  fiscal  1969  with  the  cor- 
responding period  of  fiscal  1968.  In  the  earlier  period — the  last  three 
quarters  of  fiscal  1968 — there  was  a net  market  demand  by  the  Federal 
sector  of  about  $9  billion.  This  was  after  adjustment  for  Treasury 
cash,  purchases  of  Government  Investment  Accounts  and  the  Federal 
Reserve,  sales  of  nonmarketable  issues,  and  included  all  direct  Treas- 
ury finance  plus  all  agency  borrowings.  The  final  three  quarters  of 
fiscal  1969  were  expected  to  result  in  a net  market  paydown  of  about 
$7  billion  on  the  same  basis.  The  swing  of  some  $15  billion  in  Federal 
financial  requirements  was  an  extremely  important  development. 

The  bulk  of  Treasury  cash  requirements  between  mid-1968  and  the 
end  of  the  calendar  year  was  met  through  the  issuance  of  tax  anticipa- 
tion bills  which  helped  to  insure  a minimum  market  impact.  (A  full 
discussion  of  debt  management  activities  during  the  fiscal  year  1968 
will  be  found  in  the  body  of  this  report,  pages  11-25).  A $4  billion 
offering  of  March  and  April  1969  tax  anticipation  bills  in  early  July 
began  the  Treasury’s  financing  operations  in  the  second  half  of  calendar 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


XXII  1'9  618  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 

1968.  Approximately  $5  billion  more  of  tax  bills  were  sold  in  the 
balance  of  the  year — $3  billion  in  October  and  the  final  $2  billion  at 
the  end  of  November. 

Major  financing  operations  were  conducted  in  August  and  again  in 
late  October.  The  books  were  open  on  August  5 for  a cash  offering  of 
5%  percent,  6-year  notes,  priced  to  yield  about  5.70  percent.  This  issue 
raised  some  new  cash  but  the  bulk  of  the  proceeds  was  used  to  pay  off 
issues  maturing  at  mid- August.  In  late  October  the  books  were  open 
for  an  exchange  offering.  The  holders  of  November  15  and  December  15 
maturities  were  offered  an  exchange  into  either  a 5%  percent,  18- 
month  note,  priced  to  yield  5.73  percent  or  a 6-year  5'%  percent  note, 
originally  issued  as  a 7-year  note  on  November  15, 1967. 

The  financing  operations  in  the  second  half  of  calendar  year  1968 
were  conducted  smoothly  and  successfully.  With  the  peak  period  of 
Federal  demand  in  the  past  and  the  budget  moving  toward  balance, 
the  Government’s  financial  outlook  was  greatly  improved. 

International  Financial  Affairs 

A summary  of  a wide  range  of  developments  in  international  finan- 
cial affairs  through  fiscal  1968  will  be  found  in  the  text  of  this  report 
(pages  37-55).  Attention  will  be  confined  here  to  major  developments 
during  the  year  iii  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  and  the  progress  made 
toward  improved  international  financial  arrangements. 

Balance  of  Payments 

During  the  first  three  quarters  of  calendar  year  1968  steady  improve- 
ment was  registered  in  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments.  The  impetus  for 
this  improvement  was  provided  by  President  Johnson’s  Action  Pro- 
gram for  the  balance  of  payments  announced  on  January  1,  1968.  In 
1967,  the  deficit  on  the  liquidity  basis  reached  $3.6  billion  and  returned 
near  the  deficit  levels  of  1959  and  1960.  On  the  official  reserve  trans- 
actions basis,  the  deficit  for  calendar  1967  was  $3.4  billion.  U.S.  gold 
losses  in  1967  rose  to  $1,170  million,  about  double  the  $571  million  loss 
in  1966.  Much  of  the  deterioration  occurred  in  the  final  quarter  of  the 
year  when  the  liquidity  deficit  reached  $1,742  million  and  gold  losses 
exceeded  $1  billion.  The  heavy  pressure  in  gold  markets  continued  in 
early  1968  until  it  was  checked  by  international  agreement  on  new 
arrangements  with  respect  to  private  gold  markets. 

Some  part  of  the  large  fourth-quarter  1967  balance-of-payments 
deficit  was  due  to  such  temporary  factors  as  the  weakness  of  sterling 
and  the  effects  of  work  stoppages  in  this  country.  Even  after  allowance 
for  these  and  other  special  factors,  however,  it  was  clear  that  there  had 
been  a sigTiificant  worsening  of  the  deficit  during  1967  and  that  a 
tightening  of  the  balance-of-payments  program  was  essential  under 
the  circumstances.  President  Johnson  announced  the  details  of  the  new 
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balance-of -payments  program  in  a special  message  on  January  1, 1968. 
Major  emphasis  was  placed  on  the  close  relationship  between  the 
domestic  economy  and  the  balance  of  payments.  The  Presidential 
statement  stressed  the  need  for  fiscal  restraint  and  called  on  business 
and  labor  to  exercise  the  utmost  responsibility  in  their  wage-price 
decisions. 

The  new  balance-of-payments  program  consisted  of  temporary 
measures  in  the  areas  of  direct  investment,  lending  by  financial  insti- 
tutions, foreign  travel,  and  Government  overseas  expenditure.  In  addi- 
tion, long  temi  measures  were  proposed  to  increase  U.S.  exports,  deal 
with  the  problem  of  nontariff  barriers,  and  encourage  foreign  invest- 
ment and  travel  in  the  United  States.  The  program  embodied  a com- 
prehensive approach  to  the  problem  with  savings  sought  in  all  major 
areas  of  the  balance  of  payments.  It  was  evolutionary  in  the  sense  of 
building  upon  the  experience  gained  from  previous  balance-of- 
payments  programs,  but  also  included  new  techniques  designed  to 
achieve  effective  control  of  direct  investment  and  the  overseas  expendi- 
tures of  U.S.  tourists. 

The  main  specific  elements  of  the  new  program  were : 

— a mandatory  program,  administered  by  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, to  restrain  direct  investment  abroad 

— revised  guidelines  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Eeserve  System  to  reduce  credits  from  U.S.  banks  and  other  financial 
institutions 

— encouragement  of  foreign  travel  in  the  United  States  and  proposed 
measures  to  restrain  the  volume  of  U.S.  travel  expenditures  outside 
the  Western  Hemisphere 

— further  reductions  in  the  balance-of-payments  impact  of  Govern- 
ment expenditures  overseas 

— a long-term  export  expansion  program,  including  intensified  pro- 
motional efforts  and  enlarged  facilities  for  export  insurance,  guaran- 
tees, and  fiirancing 

— consultation  with  foreign  countries  to  minimize  the  disadvantages 
to  our  trade  which  arise  from  differences  among  our  national  tax 
systems 

— further  efforts  to  attract  greater  foreign  investment  in  U.S.  cor- 
porate securities,  carrying  out  the  principles  of  the  Foreign  Investors 
Tax  Act  of  1966. 

Some  parts  of  the  program,  such  as  those  designed  to  help  rebuild 
the  trade  surplus,  were  longer  run  measures  and  did  not  exert  much 
immediate  effect  during  1968.  The  proposal  to  impose  a temporary  tax 
on  foreign  travel  expenditures  outside  the  Western  Hemisphere  did 
not  receive  congressional  appiMval  during  1968.  But  in  the  areas  where 
it  was  carried  into  effect,  the  January  1968  program  was  extremely 
successful. 
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For  three  successive  quarters,  the  deficit  of  the  United  States  moved 
toward  equilibrium.  The  huge  deficit  of  $1,742  million  (liquidity  basis) 
in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1967  was  reduced  to  $680  million  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1968  as  the  program  got  miderway,  moved  downward  to 
$160  million  in  the  second  quarter,  and  then  into  a small  surplus,  on 
the  basis  of  preliminary  figures,  in  the  third  quarter. 

On  the  official  settlements  measure,  the  deficit  had  reached  the  very 
high  level  of  $1,082  million  in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1967.  After  the 
new  action  program,  the  deficit  declined  to  $552  million  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1968.  Surpluses  of  $1,523  million  and  $439  million  were 
registered  in  the  second  and  third  quarters. 

U.S.  gold  losses  were  checked  after  the  first  quarter  by  the  separation 
of  the  private  and  official  markets.  In  the  first  quarter  of  1968,  U.S. 
gold  losses  soared  to  $1,362  million.  In  the  second  quarter  losses  were 
only  $22  million  and  in  the  third  quarter  there  was  a net  gain  of  $73 
million. 

The  dramatic  improvement  in  the  balance  of  payments  was,  of 
course,  extremely  welcome.  However,  the  composition  of  the  accounts 
was  somewhat  unbalanced  with  the  trade  surplus  at  abnormally  low 
levels.  Furthermore,  it  had  to  be  recognized  that  there  were  transitory 
elements  accounting  for  some  of  the  recorded  improvement.  There 
would  be  a need  to  guard  against  any  overconfidence  and  to  recall  that 
setbacks  had  previously  been  encountered  when  the  balance  of  pay- 
ments was  showing  an  improving  trend.  Clearly,  it  would  be  essential 
to  carry  through  vigorously  on  the  balance-of-payments  program  until 
equilibrium  had  been  established  on  an  enduring  basis. 

International  Finance 

Events  since  the  time  of  my  last  report  have  demonstrated  once 
again  the  value  of  cooperative  multilateral  action  in  international 
financial  affairs.  Early  in  the  year,  the  international  financial  system 
was  still  unsettled  by  heavy  speculative  activity  in  gold  markets  as  an 
aftermath  of  the  sterling  devaluation  in  November  1967.  After  a period 
of  relative  calm  following  the  announcement  of  the  January  1,  1968, 
U.S.  balance-of-payments  program,  there  was  a renewed  surge  of 
speculation  in  foreign  gold  markets. 

The  representatives  of  the  central  banks  that  were  cooperating 
in  the  gold  pool  arrangement  met  in  Washington  over  the  weekend 
of  March  16  and  17,  1968,  and  developed  the  plans  for  what  has 
come  to  be  known  as  the  two-tier  gold  system.  As  a result  of  the 
agreements  reached  at  this  meeting,  the  drain  from  monetary  gold 
stocks  was  halted  and  the  private  and  official  gold  markets  were 
effectively  separated.  The  transition  at  mid-March  took  place  with 
remarkable  smoothness,  considering  the  tense  atmosphere  that  had 
preceded  it,  the  abrupt  change  in  conditions,  and  the  inevitable  doubts 
and  imcertainties  about  anything  new  or  unknown  in  the  international 
Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


ANNUAL  REPORT  ON  THE  FINANCES 


XXV 


monetary  field.  The  new  system  has  worked  very  well.  It  has  provided 
additional  assurance  that  the  present  $35.00  an  ounce  price  of  gold 
will  be  maintained  in  official  transactions. 

Despite  the  successful  resolution  of  the  gold  market  problem,  the 
course  of  international  financial  developments  was  far  from  smooth 
during  the  balance  of  the  year.  After  a brief  period  of  comparative 
calm,  the  outbreak  of  student  rioting  and  labor  strikes  in  late  May 
turned  speculative  pressure  on  the  French  franc.  Prompt  and  co- 
ordinated international  action  was  successful  in  dealing  with  the  spec- 
ulative pressure  and  the  franc  improved  gradually  during  the  sum- 
mer. By  late  summer,  the  gold  and  foreign  exchange  markets  had 
settled  down  to  orderly  trading  in  a reasonably  calm  atmosphere. 

In  early  September  1968  the  French  authorities  announced  the  lift- 
ing of  the  exchange  controls  that  had  been  imposed  in  late  May.  At 
about  the  same  time,  the  Bank  for  International  Settlements  and 
a group  of  12  central  banks  announced  that  they  would  provide  a 
$2  billion  medium  term  credit  to  the  United  Kingdom  to  offset  reduc- 
tions in  the  sterling  balances  of  overseas  sterling  countries.  By  mid- 
October  the  gold  and  foreign  exchange  markets  were  more  settled  and 
orderly  than  in  many  months. 

In  November  1968  a wave  of  currency  speculation  developed.  Con- 
tinued large  surpluses  by  West  Germany  encouraged  a belief  that  the 
mark  might  be  revalued.  This  reacted  adversely  on  both  the  French 
franc  and  the  pound  sterling.  The  possibility  of  an  unsettling  series 
of  exchange  rate  adjustments  was  a clear  threat  to  the  stability  of  the 
international  financial  system.  A meeting  of  representatives  of  the 
Group  of  Ten  nations  was  held  at  Bonn,  West  Germany,  between 
November  20  and  22.  The  outcome  was  special  border  tax  and  other 
measures  by  West  Germany  instead  of  a revaluation  of  the  mark. 
Both  the  United  Kingdom  and  France  took  measures  of  additional 
budgetary  restraint.  Despite  widespread  expectations  to  the  contrary, 
the  F rench  franc  was  not  devalued. 

The  Bonn  meeting  represented  a further  recognition  of  the  principle 
of  cooperative  multilateral  action  in  financial  affairs  affecting  major 
countries  and  major  currencies.  The  approach  to  the  problem  was 
multilateral  and  every  effort  was  made  to  concert  rational  policies 
and  reach  common  decisions  with  financial  partners.  This  was  another 
step  away  from  a narrow,  nationalistic  view  of  international  finance 
and  toward  the  multilateral,  cooperative  approach. 

While  turbulent  events  in  the  gold  and  foreign  exchange  markets 
have  claimed  much  of  the  attention  of  the  financial  world  during 
the  past  year,  the  extension  of  the  principle  of  multilateral  coopera- 
tion seems  sure  to  be  the  development  of  lasting  significance.  Acting 
in  concert,  the  major  nations  had  staved  off  threats  to  the  stability 
of  the  international  monetary  system  and  proceeded  with  the  plans 
for  an  orderly  evolution  of  existing  arrangements. 
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During  the  year  further  progress  was  made  in  implementing  the 
Special  Drawing  Eights  plan.  The  ratification  of  the  amendment  to 
the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund  es- 
tablishing this  facility  is  proceeding  satisfactorily,  and  when,  in  1969, 
this  process  has  been  completed  and  drawing  levels  determined,  the 
world  will  have:  taken  the  most  fundamental  progressive  step  in 
monetary  afllairs  since  Bretton  Woods.  For  the  first  time  in  the  world’s 
history  we  shall  be  looking  to  the  leadership  of  an  international  insti- 
tution to  provide  conscious  direction  in  recommending  the  amount 
of  growth  in  world  reserves  which  the  international  community  needs 
to  facilitate  trade  and  development. 

Summary 

Since  this  is  my  last  Annual  Report  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
I will  supplement  my  usual  review  of  recent  developments  with  brief 
comment  on  some  of  the  major  achievements  of  recent  years  in  areas 
of  Treasury  interest  and  responsibility.  While  the  future  will  bring 
new  problems  requiring  new  solutions,  there  is  a continuity  in  economic 
and  financial  events  and  in  established  national  objectives.  Therefore, 
a review  of  recent  experience  may  be  of  some  value  in  pointing  to  some 
of  the  lessons  that  have  been  learned  and  the  tasks  that  remain. 

An  important  lesson  of  the  1960’s  is  the  enormous  difference  that 
public  policies  can  make  in  creating  an  atmosphere  within  which  the 
private  economy  can  flourish.  From  early  1961  to  the  present,  the 
national  growth  rate — in  terms  of  real  gross  national  product — has 
averaged  more  than  5 percent  per  annum.  This  longest  economic  ex- 
pansion in  our  nation’s  history — nearing  the  end  of  its  eighth  year— 
has  raised  our  annual  total  real  output  as  much  as  in  the  previous  20 
years.  The  increase  in  the  value  of  our  annual  production  during  the 
current  expansion  is  roughly  equivalent  to  the  total  annual  output  of 
the  European  Economic  Community  or  the  Soviet  Union  in  a recent 
year. 

Until  late  1965,  this  immense  productive  achievement  featured  stable 
costs  per  unit  of  output.  Within  the  last  3 years,  costs  and  prices  have 
risen  too  rapidly,  triggered  by  the  rapid  buildup  of  the  war  in  South- 
east Asia  after  mid-1965.  Even  so,  the  United  States  still  has  the  best 
overall  record  of  price  stability  since  1960  of  any  of  the  major  indus- 
trialized nations.  But,  it  is  all  too  clear  that  our  recent  price  record 
must  be  improved.  It  is  a major  challenge  for  future  U.S.  domestic 
policy  to  maintain  a healthy  rate  of  growth  in  production  and  employ- 
ment while  moving  back  to  a noninflationary  environment.  The  efforts 
of  the  incoming  Administration  in  tliis  area  deserve,  and  should  re- 
ceive, full  support  and  cooperation. 

Economic  growth — even  in  a noninflationary  environment — will  cer- 
tainly not  solve  all  of  our  domestic  problems.  But  the  recent  record 
demonstrates  clearly  that  vigorous  economic  growth  remains  the  most 
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powerful  social  weapon  at  our  disposal.  The  economic  gains  of  recent 
years  have  brought  substantial  gains  to  minority  groups  and  given  an 
added  degree  of  dignity  and  security  to  millions  of  Americans.  And,  in 
an  interdependent  world  economy,  the  better  U.S.  economic  perform- 
ance has  also  had  dramatic  effect  internationally.  The  growth  of  the 
entire  free  world  has  picked  up  in  this  decade  and  the  volume  of  trade 
has  increased  impressively. 

Experience  has  proven  the  value  of  the  use  of  a range  of  key  policy 
tools  in  the  pursuit  of  economic  growth  and  social  progress.  Suitably 
adapted  to  changing  circumstances,  and  supplemented  by  new  tech- 
niques, these  policy  tools  can  continue  to  make  a distinctive  contribu- 
tion to  the  promotion  of  our  economic  welfare.  The  major  tools  which 
have  proven  their  value  can  conveniently  be  sununarized  under  the 
following  headings : structural  policies,  flexible  and  coordinated  fiscal 
and  monetaiy  policies,  cooperation  between  labor,  management,  and 
government,  and  international  policy  coordination  and  cooperation. 

Structural  policies  in  the  tax  area  have  greatly  strengthened  invest- 
ment incentives  since  the  early  1960’s  and  promoted  a more  rapid 
rate  of  growth  in  productivity.  Even  with  the  recently  enacted  sur- 
charge. Federal  income  tax  rates  are  much  lower  than  at  the  beginning 
of  this  decade.  Tax  reform  has  continued  to  be  a major  and  continuing 
objective. 

Structural  policies  outside  the  tax  area  also  hold  great  promise. 
In  recent  years,  the  development  of  intensified  public  policy  and 
imaginative  efforts  in  private  industry  in  manpower  training  have 
mounted  a concerted  attack  on  structural  unemployment.  Sizable  in- 
vestment in  these  activities  and  the  underlying  educative  capacity  that 
makes  manpower  training  meaningful,  coupled  with  the  investment  in 
tools  of  production,  have  become  recognized  as  essential  to  the  success- 
ful pursuit  of  the  economies  of  growth. 

Flexible  and  coordinated  fiscal  and  monetary  policies  will  continue 
to  be  major  instruments  of  national  economic  policy  in  the  years 
ahead — as  they  have  been  in  this  decade.  During  recent  years  it  has 
been  shown  that  fiscal  policy  can  be  used  to  restrain  as  well  as  to  stim- 
ulate. The  long  delay  in  the  application  of  fiscal  restraint  was  unfortu- 
nate. It  may  point  to  the  need  for  some  procedures  whereby  the  fiscal 
position  can  be  adjusted  more  smoothly  and  promptly.  This  is  a matter 
of  major  importance  since  an  appropriate  degree  of  fiscal  stimulus  or 
restraint,  combined  with  a flexible  and  responsive  monetary  policy, 
can  help  insure  that  growth  in  total  spending  and  producti  ve  capacity 
will  be  kept  in  reasonable  correspondence,  thereby  avoiding  the  waste 
of  unemployment  and  the  inequity  of  inflation.  In  the  absence  of  a 
coordinated  and  stabilizing  response  from  fiscal  and  monetary  policy, 
we  run  the  risk  of  returning  to  the  old  cycle  of  expansion  and  con- 
traction— ^^boom  and  bust. 
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In  recent  years,  a remarkable  degree  of  cooperation,  understanding, 
and  mutual  confidence  has  gradually  emerged  between  business  and 
labor  and  Government.  Business  and  labor  and  Government  have 
moved  together  in  a growing  partnership  for  progress.  A key  problem 
remains  to  be  solved : wage-price  stability  at  high  levels  of  employment. 
Even  with  sound  monetary  and  fiscal  policies,  * wage-price  stability 
depends  upon  the  determination  of  American  business  and  American 
labor  to  avoid  wage  rises  that  outdistance  our  gains  in  productivity 
and  to  take  the  national  interest  into  account  in  pricing  decisions.  Wage 
and  price  stability  is  vital  to  both  our  balance  of  payments  and  our 
domestic  progress — business  and  labor  and  Government  have  a joint 
responsibility  to  cooperate  in  its  achievement. 

In  the  area  of  international  financial  policy  coordination  and  co- 
operation, great  progress  has  been  made  in  recent  years.  This  progress 
has  been  achieved  during  a period  of  formidable  pressures  on  the  inter- 
national financial  system  and  on  our  own  balance  of  payments.  In- 
creasingly, the  major  countries  are  sharing  the  responsibility  on  a 
multilateral  free  world  scale  for  an  improved  trade  and  payments 
system,  mutual  security  arrangements  that  are  soundly  and  fairly 
financed,  and  an  expanding  system  of  development  aid  and  finance. 
The  landmark  agreement  on  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  Plan  to  pro- 
vide for  orderly  growth  in  world  reserves  is  but  one  indication  of  the 
cooperative  approach  in  international  financial  affairs. 

In  all  of  these  areas  of  domestic  and  international  economic  policy, 
there  are  common  objectives  and  a growing  consensus  as  to  the  means 
of  achieving  them.  While  there  are  differences  of  opinion  and  shad- 
ings of  emphasis,  there  is  also  a considerable  area  of  agreement  on 
national  economic  objectives.  We  must  keep  the  economy  growing  and 
productive,  the  nation’s  finances  in  reasonable  balance,  and  the  dollar 
sound  and  respected. 

Henry  H.  Fowler, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

To  THE  President  of  the  Senate. 

To  THE  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
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Financial  Operations 


Basis 

Budget  receipt  and  expenditure  data  in  this  section  are  on  the 
basis  of  the  budget  concepts  adopted  pursuant  to  the  recommendations 
of  the  President'' s Commission  on  Budget  Concepts^ 

Summary 

On  the  basis  of  the  new  unified  budget  concepts,  the  deficit  for 
fiscal  1968  was  $25.2  billion  (compared  with  $8.8  billion  for  fiscal 
1967,  using  the  same  basis).  Net  receipts  for  fiscal  1968  amounted  to 
$153.7  billion  ($4.1  billion  over  1967)  and  outlays  totaled  $178.9 
billion  ($20.5  billion  over  1967). 

The  deficit  of  $25.2  billion  and  the  $1.3  billion  increase  in  cash  and 
monetary  assets  were  financed  by  borrowing  $23.1  billion  from  the 
public  and  $3.4  billion  tlirough  other  means.  As  of  June  30,  1968, 
Federal  securities  outstanding  totaled  $372  billion,  comprised  of  $348 
billion  in  public  debt  securities  and  $24  billion  in  agency  securities. 
Of  the  $372  billion,  $291  billion  represented  borrowing  from  the 
public.  The  Government’s  fiscal  operations  in  fiscal  yeai's  1967-68  are 
smnmarized  as  follows : 


In  billions  of  dollars 
1967  1968 


Budget  receipts,  es^penditures,  and  lending: 


Heceipt-expenditure  account: 

Receipts 149.6  153.7 

Expenditures 153.3  172.8 


Receipt-expenditure  deficit  (—) —3.7  — 10.  i 

Loan  account: 

Net  lending 5.1  6,1 


Total  budget: 

Receipts 149.6  153.7 

Outlays 158. 4 178. 9 


Budget  deficit  (—) —8.8  —25.2 


Means  of  financing: 

Borrowing  from  the  public 2.9  23.1 

Reduction  of  cash  and  monetary  assets,  increase  (— ) 4. 9 — 1.3 

Other  means 1.0  3.4 


Total  budget  financing 8.8  25.2 


’ See  pages  8-10  for  a disciis.sion  of. the  Corami.ssion’s  recommenda  tions. 
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Budget  Receipts  and  Outlays 

Chakt  2 


Receipts 

Budget  receipts  under  the  more  inclusive  concept  recommended 
by  the  President’s  Ck»mmission  on  Budget  Concepts,  amoimted  to 
$153.7  billion  in  fiscal  year  1968,  $4.1  billion  above  fiscal  1967.  New 
peaks  of  budget  revenue  have  thus  been  established  in  each  of  the  last 
9 years.  The  1968  increase  occurred  despite  the  virtual  end  (in  fiscal 
year  1967)  of  the  acceleration  of  corporate  payments  under  the  Reve- 
nue Acts  of  1964  and  1966.  On  the  other  hand,  fiscal  1968  receipts  were 
bolstered  by  the  full-year  effect  of  rate  increases  for  employment  taxes. 

In  summary,  Government  revenues  continued  to  rise  during  fiscal 
1968,  accompanying  the  general  expansion  in  economic  activity.  A 
comparison  of  net  budget  receipts  by  major  sources  for  the  fiscal  years 
1967  and  1968  is  shown  below.  Estimates  of  receipts  required  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  shown  separately  in  the  President’s 
budget. 

[In  millions  of  dollars] 


Individual  income  taxes.  

Corporation  income  taxes 

Employment  taxes 

XJnemjployment  insurance 

Contributions  for  other  insurance  and  retirement. 

Excise  taxes 

Estate  and  gift  taxes i 

Customs 

Miscellaneous  receipts 

Total  budget  receipts 


1967  1968  Increase,  or 

decrease  (—) 


61, 526 

68, 726 

7,  200 

33, 971 

28, 665 

-5, 307 

27, 823 

29, 224 

1, 401 

3, 659 

3, 346 

-314 

1, 865 

2, 051 

185 

13,  719 

14, 079 

360 

2, 978 

3, 051 

72 

1, 901 

2, 038 

138 

2, 120 

2,498 

378 

149, 562 

153,  676 

4,113 
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Individual  income  taxes. — Individual  income  taxes  amounted  to 
$68.7  billion  in  fiscal  1968,  up  $7.2  billion  from  1967.  The  percentage 
rise  of  12  percent  was  about  the  same  as  in  1967  and  reflected  generally 
rising  incomes. 

Cox'poration  income  taxes. — Corporation  income  receipts  fell  ofi' 
sharply  during  fiscal  1968,  amounting  to  $28.7  billion,  down  $5.3  bil- 
lion from  1967.  The  major  part  of  this  drop  was  due  to  the  end  of  the 
acceleration  of  payments  in  fiscal  1967.  (The  acceleration  of  payments 
added  to  receipts  during  the  fiscal  years  1964:  through  1967  but  did 
not  affect  tax  liabilities.) 

Also  contributing  to  the  drop  in  receipts  was  a $1.0  billion  decrease 
in  corporate  profits  from  calendar  year  1966  to  1967.  These  are  the 
calendar  year  results  which  most  affect  the  fiscal  year  1967  to  1968 
comparison  of  receipts. 

Employment  taxes. — Employment  taxes  totaled  $29.2  billion  in 
fiscal  1968,  up  $1.4:  billion  from  1967.  The  rise  reflected  expanding  pay- 
rolls and  number  of  people  employed,  as  well  as  an  increase  in  the  com- 
bined tax  rate  on  employers  and  employees.  The  combined  tax  rate 
was  increased  from  8.4:  percent  to  8.8  percent  effective  January  1, 
1967.  The  higher  rate  was  wholly  reflected  in  fiscal  1968  but  only 
partially  in  1967. 

Unemployment  insiuranoe. — Unemployment  insurance  receipts  fell 
off  some  $300  million  in  fiscal  1968,  amounting  to  $3.3  billion.  The 
drop  was  almost  wholly  due  to  smaller  deposits  by  States  in  the  un- 
employment trust  fund. 

Contributions  for  other  insurance  and  retirement. — At  $2.1  billion  in 
fiscal  1968,  such  premiums  were  some  $185  million  above  1967.  These 
premiums  are  composed  of  medical  insurance  for  the  aged  and  Federal 
employee  retirement  deductions,  each  increasing  in  fiscal  1968. 

Excises. — Excise  tax  receipts  are  detailed  in  the  following  table. 


[In  millions  of  dollars] 


1967 

1968 

Increase,  or 
decrease  (— ) 

Alcohol  taxes - 

4,076 

4, 287 

212 

Tobacco  taxes — — 

2,080 

2, 122 

42 

Documents — 

68 

49 

-20 

Manufacturers  excise  taxes 

5,478 

5,714 

236 

Retailers  excise  taxes  (repealed) — • • 

4 

1 

-3 

Miscellaneous  excise  taxes 

1,732 

1,859 

127 

Undistributed  depositary  receipts  and  unapplied  collections 

676 

288 

-387 

Gross  excise  taxes 

14, 114 

14,320 

207 

Less  refund  of  receipts • 

395 

241 

-163 

Net  excise  taxes - 

13,719 

14,079 

360 

Excise  taxes  rose  from  $13.7  billion  in  fiscal  1967  to  $14.1  billion  in 
1968,  an  increase  of  some  $360  million.  Over  $250  million  of  this 
rise  was  in  the  alcohol  and  tobacco  taxes. 

318-223—69 3 
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Estate  and  gift  taxes. — Estate  and  gift  taxes  reached  $3.1  billion  in 
fiscal  1968,  only  slightly  above  1967. 

Customs. — Customs  duties  continued  to  advance  in  fiscal  1968, 
amounting  to  $2.0  billion,  $138  million  greater  than  in  1967.  The  rise 
reflected  a further  increase  in  taxable  imports. 

Miscellaneous , receipts. — Miscellaneous  receipts  amounted  to  $2.5 
billion  in  1968,  increasing  some  $380  million.  With  the  changes  in 
budget  concepts  reflected  in  this  section,  miscellaneous  receipts  are 
largely  the  deposits  of  earnings  by  Federal  Eeserve  banks.  These  in- 
creased $286  million. 

Outlays 

Total  outlays  in  fiscal  1968  were  $178.9  billion  (compared  witli 
$158.4  billion  for  1967 ) . The  outlays  consisted  of  expenditures  in  the 
receipt-expenditure  account  of  $172.8  billion  and  net  lending  in  the 
loan  account  of  $6.1  billion.  Outlays  for  fiscal  1968,  by  major  agency, 
are  compared  to  those  of  1967  in  the  following  table.  For  details  of 
the  receipt-expenditure  account  and  the  loan  account  see  the  Statistical 
Appendix. 

/ 

(In  millions  of  clollfirs) 


Agency 


Funds  appropriated  to  the  President 

Agriculture  Department 

Defense  Department 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department.... 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department. 

Labor  Department 

Transportation  Department 

Treasury  Department 

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

National  Aeronautics  and, Space  Administration 

Veterans’  Administration 

Other 

Undistributed  Interfund  receipt  transactions 

Total  outlays 


1067  1068  Increase,  or 

decrease  (— ) 


4, 872 

4,913- 

41 

5, 841 

7, 308 

1,467 

68, 763 

78, 673 

0, 910 

34,608 

40, 576 

5, 969 

2, 783 

4, 140 

1,357 

3, 286 

3, 272 

-14 

5, 428 

5, 732 

304 

13, 059 

14, 655 

1,595 

2, 264 

2,460 

202 

5, 423 

4, 721 

-703 

6, 845 

6, 858 

14 

9, 189 

10, 119 

930 

-4, 009 

-4, 570 

-561 

158, 352 

178, 862 

20, 511 

Cash  and  Monetary  Assets 

On  June  30,  1968,  cash  and  monetary  assets  directly  related  to  the 
budget  amounted  to  $11,287  million,  an  increase  of  $1,303  million  over 
fiscal  1967.  The  balance  consisted  of  $6,785  million  in  the  general  ac- 
count of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  which  included  $91  million 
net  transactions  in  transit  as  of  June  30  (this  balance  was  $1,094 
million  less  than  June  30,  1967) ; $3,536  million  with  other  Govern- 
ment officers  ($1,858  million  more  than  1967) ; and  $966  million  with 
the  International  Monetary  Fund  ($538  million  more  than  1967).  For 
a discussion  of  the  assets  and  liabilities  of  the  Treasurer’s  account  see 
pages  98-100.  The  transactions  afliecting  the  account  in  fiscal  1968 
follow : 
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Transactions  affecting  the  account  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  fiscal 

1968 


[In  millions  of  dollars] 

Balance  June  30,  1967 7,  759 

Excess  of  deposits,  or  withdrawals  ( — ) , budget,  trust,  and 
other  accounts : 

Deposits  165, 086 

Withdrawals  ( — ) 184,581  —19,495 


Excess  of  deposits,  or  withdrawals  ( — ),  public  debt 


accounts : 

Increase  in  gross  public  debt 21,  357 

Deduct : 

Excess  of  Government  agencies’  invest- 
ments in  public  debt  issues 4,  307 

Accruals  on  savings  and  retirement  plan 
bonds  and  Treasury  bills  (included  in 

increase  in  gross  public  debt  above) 5,  319 

Less  certain  public  debt  redemptions  (in- 
cluded above  in  withdrawals,  budget, 
trust,  and!  other  accounts) 5,315 


Net  deductions 4,  311 


17, 046 


Excess  of  sales  of  Government  agencies’  securities  in  the  market 3,  480 

Net  transactions  in  clearing  accounts  (documents  not  received  or 

classified  by  the  Office  of  the  Treasurer) —2,  095 

Net  transactions  in  transit 91 


Balance  June  30,  1968 6,785 

Corporations  and  Other  Business-type  Activities  of  the 
U.S.  Government 


The  business-type  programs  which  Government  corporations  and 
agencies  administer  are  financed  by  various  means:  Appropriations, 
sales  of  capital  stock,  borrowings  from  either  the  U.'S.  Treasury  or 
the  public,  or  by  revenues  derived  from  their  own  operations. 

Corporations  or  agencies  having  legislative  authority  to  borrow 
from  the  Treasury  issue  their  formal  securities  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  Amounts  borrowed  are  reported  in  the  periodic  financial 
statements  of  the  Government  corporations  and  agencies  as  part  of 
the  Government’s  net  investment  in  the  enterprise.  In  fiscal  1968,  bor- 
rowings from  the  Treasury,  exclusive  of  refinancing  transactions, 
totaled  $12,608  million,  repayments  were  $10,179  million,  and  out- 
standing loans  on  J une  30, 1968,  totaled  $27,040  million. 

Those  agencies  having  legislative  authority  to  borrow  from  the 
public  must  either  consult  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  regard- 
ing the  proposed  offering,  or  have  the  terms  of  the  securities  to  be  of- 
fered approved  by  the  Secretary. 

During  fiscal  1968,  Congress  granted  new  authority  to  borrow  from 
the  Treasury  in  the  total  amount  of  $1,587  million,  and  reduced  exist- 
ing authority  by  $791  million,  resulting  in  a net  increase  of  $868  mil- 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


8 li9  68  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 

lion.  The  status  of  borrowing  authority  and  the  amount  of  corporation 
and  agency  securities  outstanding  as  of  J une  30, 1968,  are  shown  in  the 
Statistical  Appendix. 

Unless  otherwise  specifically  fixed  by  law,  the  Treasury  determines 
interest  rates  on  its  loans  to  agencies  by  considering  the  Government's 
cost  for  its  borrowings  in  the  current  market,  as  reflected  by  prevail- 
ing matket  yields  on  Government  securities  which  have  maturities 
comparable  with  the  Treasury  loans  to  the  agencies.  A description  of 
the  Federal  agencies’  securities  held  by  the  Treasury  on  June  30, 1968, 
is  shown  in  the  Statistical  Appendix. 

During  fiscal  1968,  the  Treasury  received  from  agencies  a total  of 
$888  million  in  interest,  dividends,  and  similar  payments.  (See  the 
Statistical  Appendix.) 

Quarterly  statements  of  financial  condition,  income  and  expense, 
and  source  and  application  of  funds  are  submitted  to  the  Treasury 
by  Government  corporations  and  agencies.  These  statements  serve  as 
the  basis  for  the  combined  financial  statements  compiled  by  the  Treas- 
ury which,  together  with  the  individual  statements,  are  published 
periodically  in  the  “Treasury  Bulletin.”  Summary  statements  of  the 
financial  condition  of  Government  corporations  and  other  business- 
type  activities,  as  of  June  30,  1968,  are  shown  in  the  Statistical 
■ Appendix. 

Government-wide  Financial  Management 

New  budget  concepts 

On  March  3,  1967,  President  Johnson  appointed  a Commission  “to 
make  a thorough  study  of  the  Federal  budget  and  the  manner  in  which 
it  is  presented  to  the  Congress  and  the  public.”  The  decision  to  form 
a Commission  on  Budget  Concepts  climaxed  many  years,  under  several 
Administrations,  of  discussion  and  criticism  about  the  inadequacy  of 
the  Federal  budget.  Confusion  and  criticism  grew  primarily  because 
of  the  use  of  three  major  “budget”  concepts  (administrative,  consoli- 
dated casih,  and  national  income  accounts)  and  the  accounting  treat- 
ment of  individual  items  or  groups  of  items  within  the  three  concepts. 

The  Secretaa’y  served  as  a member  of  the  Commission,  which  carried 
on  its  deliberations  throughout  the  summer  and  submitted  its  report 
to  the  President  in  October  1967.  Among  the  major  recommendations 
made  by  the  Commission  were : 

(1)  That  a unified  budget  statement,  with  complementary  rather 
than  competing  concepts,  be  adopted  to  replace  the  three  or  more  exist- 
ing concepts; 

(2)  That  the  budget  have  broad  coverage  to  include  all  programs 
of  the  Federal  Government,  including  trust  funds; 
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(3)  That  a breakdown  of  total  Government  outlays  between  loans 
and  other  expenditures  be  made  within  the  unified  budget. 

(4)  That  receipts  which  are  enterprise  or  market-oriented  be  netted 
i.e.,  treated  as  offsets  to  expenditures  to  which  they  relate ; 

(5)  That  the  budget  include  a “means  of  financing”  statement 
utilizing  a debt  concept  which  emphasizes  net  Federal  borrowing 
from  the  public ; 

(6)  That  the  sale  of  participation  certificates  in  pools  of  loans  be 
treated  as  a means  of  financing  (borrowing)  rather  than  as  budget 
receipts ; 

(7)  That  receipts  and  expenditures  be  reported  on  the  accrual  basis 
instead  of  a cash  basis ; and 

(8)  That  subsidies  involved  in  Federal  direct  loan  programs  be 
separately  identified  in  the  expenditure  account. 

All  of  these  recommendations  except  the  last  two  were  implemented 
in  the  1969  budget  presented  to  the  Congress  in  January  1968  and  in 
the  Treasury’s  financial  reports  for  fiscal  1968.  As  suggested  by  the 
Commission,  the  Bureau  of  Accounts,  collaborating  with  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  and  General  Accounting  Office  staff,  conducted  a review  of 
all  deposit  fund  accounts  in  order  to  classify  the  accounts  within  or 
outside  the  new  unified  budget. 

A steering  committee  representing  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  the 
General  Accounting  Office,  and  the  Treasury  is  guiding  joint  efforts 
toward  implementation  of  the  last  two  recommendations.  Government- 
wide, through  a number  of  specialized  task  groups : 

ACCRUED  EXPENDITURES  AND  NONTAX  RECEIPTS 

The  Commission  recommended  that  the  conversion  to  the  accrual 
basis  take  place  with  the  1971  budget  to  be  preceded  by  a test  period 
beginning  July  1968.  As  a first  step,  meetings  were  held  in  February 
and  Marcli  1968  to  discuss  the  requirements  with  top-level  agency  finan- 
cial personnel,  identify  potential  problems,  and  determine  agency 
capability  to  implement  the  Commission’s  recommendation  on 
schedule. 

After  meeting  with  all  major  agencies,  the  Steering  Committee 
focused  on  drafting  necessary  regulations  to  guide  agencies  in  pre- 
paring for  the  test  and  subsequent  conversion  of  the  Budget  and 
Treasury  reports  from  the  cash  to  the  accrual  basis.  Bureau  of  Ac- 
counts staff  participated  in  a coordinated  effort  to  define  the  new  re- 
quirements, the  outgrowth  of  which  was  Bureau  of  the  Budget  Bul- 
letin No.  68-10,  dated  April  26,  1968,  the  Comptroller  General’s  letter 
to  agencies  dated  May  4,  1968,  and  Transmittal  Letter  No.  18  to  the 
Treasury  Fiscal  Requirements  Manual,  dated  June  20, 1968.  The  latter 
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set  forth  preliminary  requirements  for  reporting  accrual  data  to  the 
Treasury  during  the  test  period  (fiscal  year  1969). 

Two  major  problem  areas  were  identified  in  discussion  with  agen- 
cies, namely  (1)  the  reporting  of  unbilled  cost  on  Federal  contracts 
under  the  constructive  delivery  concept  recommended  by  the  Commis- 
sion and  (2)  the  reporting  of  accrual  data  by  grantees  under  Federal 
grant  programs.  The  Steering  Committee  appointed  separate  task 
force  groups,  with  Treasury  representation,  to  study  each  area  in 
depth.  These  studies  will  be  completed  early  in  fiscal  1969. 

ACCRUAL  OP  CORPORATE  INCOME  TAXES  AND  EXCISE  TAXES 

The  Conmiission  recommended  that  all  budget  receipts  be  reported 
on  the  accrual  basis  as  soon  as  feasible  and  specified  corporation  in- 
come taxes  and  excise  taxes  as  categories  which  should  be  converted  to 
the  accrual  basis  promptly.  The  Steering  Committee  established  a 
study  team  consisturg  of  representatives  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment (Office  of  Tax  Analysis  (Chairman),  Internal  Kevenue  Service, 
and  Bureau  of  Accounts),  Bureau  of  tlie  Budget,  General  Accounting 
Office,  and  Department  of  Commerce. 

IDENTIFICATION  OP  INTEREST  SUBSIDIES 

It  was  the  Commission’s  recommendation  that  the  full  amount 
of  the  interest  subsidy  on  loans,  as  compared  to  Treasury  borrowing 
costs,  be  determined  and  specifically  disclosed  in  the  expenditure 
account  of  the  budget,  and  furthermore,  that  it  be  measured  on  a capi- 
talized basis  at  the  time  the  loans  are  made.  In  May,  all  major  lending 
agencies  were  invited  to  offer  suggestions  on  the  most  practical  method 
of  implementing  this  recommendation.  Further  efforts  will  continue  in 
fiscal  1969. 

Joint  Financial  Management  Improvement  Program 

On  April  29, 1968,  the  Secretary  met  with  tlie  Comptroller  General, 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  the  Chairman  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  review  progress  under  the  J oint  Financial 
Management  Improvement  Program  (JFMIP).  In  addition  to  topics 
involving  key  recommendations  of  the  President’s  Commission  on 
Budget  Concepts,  a joint  project  was  approved  to  conduct  a broad 
review  of  Federal  grant-in-aid  programs  with  the  objective  of  simpli- 
fying their  financial  administration.  Progress  on  projects  studying 
letter-of-credit  operations  and  payment  for  transportation  services  was 
reviewed. 

The  Treasury  Department  is  chairing  the  JFMIP  project  estab- 
lished to  evaluate  the  application,  administration,  and  operation  of  the 
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lotter-of -credit  method  of  financing  Federal  programs.  It  is  expected 
that  recommendations  will  be  made  early  in  fiscal  year  196&  concerning 
(a)  further  application  of  the  system,  (b)  program  agency  monitoring 
of  the  system,  (c)  problems  in  State,  municipal,  or  other  local  laws 
which  may  impede  optimum  use  of  the  system,  (d)  methods  to  reduce 
the  amount  of  cash  in  the  hands  of  secondary  recipients,  and  (e) 
other  improvements  which  would  result  in  keeping  cash  in  Treasury 
until  actually  needed. 

Use  of  letters  of  credit 

The  use  of  letters  of  credit  to  finance  appropriate  Federal  pro- 
grams has  continued  to  expand.  During  fiscal  year  1968,  it  was  applied 
to  additional  programs  in  the  Department  of  I-Iealth,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  the  Federal  Extension  Service  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, and  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development. 
This  brought  the  number  of  p’articipating  entities  to  26.  Over  60,000 
draw-downs,  totaling  $18.3  billion,  were  generated  in  fiscal  1968. 

Federal  Tax  Deposit  System 

The  Federal  Tax  Deposit  System  which  was  initiated  in  fiscal  1967 
for  corporation  income  taxes  was  extended  in  1968,  as  planned,  to  all 
other  classes  of  taxes  formerly  handled  through  the  “depositary  re- 
ceipts” system.  The  new  system  will  produce  substantial  operating 
economies. 

Federal  Debt  Management 

The  primary  function  of  Federal  debt  management  is  to  raise  the 
funds  needed  to  meet  expenditures  not  covered  by  revenues  and  to 
refund  maturing  debt  obligations.  This  primary  function  must  be 
carried  out  in  a manner  that  contributes  to  noninflationary  growth  in 
the  domestic  economy  and  achievement  of  balance  in  our  international 
accounts.  Secondary  objectives  are  establishing  and  maintaining  a well- 
balanced  debt  structure,  providing  debt  instruments  commensurate 
with  the  needs  and  requirements  of  an  orderly  securities  market,  co- 
ordinating the  growing  volume  of  Government  agency  debt  operations 
with  Treasury  debt  management  policy,  and  minimizing  the  interest 
cost  of  Treasury  and  Federal  agency  borrowing. 

Debt  management  policy  faced  a complex  task  in  fiscal  1968.  The 
major  problem  was  the  very  size  of  the  combined  refundings  and  new 
cash  needs.  By  normal  standards  the  volume  of  maturing  Treasury  and 
agency  issues  was  moderate.  However,  the  financing  of  the  $25.2  bil- 
lion budget  deficit  would  add  a heavy  Federal  demand  to  large  private 
and  State  and  local  government  credit  demands.  Moreover,  the  pro- 
tracted uncertainty  over  the  fate  of  the  fiscal  program  pending  before 
Congress  made  forward  planning  unusually  difficult. 
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Chaet  3 


MARKET  YIELDS  AT  CONSTANT  MATURITIES'  1962-'68 


1 Monthly  averages  of  daily  estimated  yields  of  public  debt  securities.  Bank  discount 
rates  on  Treasury  bills. 

To  finance  the  large  Federal  demands  for  credit,  Treasury  debt 
management  policymakers  relied  in  good  part  on  Treasury  bills  and 
short  term  notes.  Nevertheless,  the  Treasury  was  able  to  minimize  the 
erosion  of  the  debt  structure  by  combining  intermediate  exchange 
issues  with  short  term  cash  offerings.  This  allowed  the  placing  of  a 
moderate  amount  of  debt  in  the  7-year  area  in  three  of  the  four 
quarterly  financings. 

In  the  domestic  economy  the  first  half  of  the  fiscal  year  saw  a 
quickened  rate  of  real  growth  accompanied  by  an  excessively  rapid 
rise  in  costs  and  prices.  At  the  same  time  the  capital  market  was  sub- 
jected to  the  ebb  and  flow  of  expectations  for  peace  in  Vietnam.  The 
President  formally  requested  a tax  increase  in  August,  but  the  Con- 
gress did  not  act  until  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year.  In  the  interim  there 
were  several  occasions  on  which  approval  seemed  near  followed  by 
frustrating  delays.  Consequently  economic  restraint  depended  heavily 
on  monetary  policy  during  the  fiscal  year. 

The  discount  rate  was  raised  by  one-half  of  a percent  on  Novem- 
ber 20,  1967,  and  again  on  March  15,  1968,  and  on  April  19,  1968, 
increasing  the  rate  during  the  year  to  5i/^  percent.  In  January  the 
Federal  Reserve  increased  reserve  requirements  on  commercial  bank 
deposits  and  in  April  raised  the  maximum  rates  payable  on  certificates 
of  deposit  to  6i^  percent  on  the  longest  maturities. 

A series  of  international  problems  arose  during  the  fiscal  year.  In 
mid-November  1967  the  British  pound  came  under  severe  pressure  and 
was  devalued  from  $2.80  to  $2.40.  In  the  final  quarter  of  1967,  the 
U.S.  balance  of  payments  deteriorated  sharply,  and  in  his  New  Year’s 
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Chart  4 


Day  message  the  President  announced  a broad  program  to  bring  our 
payments  into  or  close  to  equilibrium.  Sharp  increases  in  gold  sales 
in  late  1967  and  the  renewed  speculative  pressure  on  the  British  pound 
and  gold  at  the  end  of  February  1968  led  to  the  establishment  of  the 
two-price  gold  system  in  mid-March. 

Market  rates  on  Treasury  securities  rose  steadily  through  December 
1967  with  the  3-month  bill  showing  an  increase  of  1 percent  over  June 
levels  while  yields  on  intermediate  term  securities  rose  one-half  to 
three-quarters  of  a percent.  On  December  30,  1967,  3-month  bills  were 

Chart  5 


CHANGES  IN  HOLDINGS  OF  FEDERAL  SECURITIES 
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at  the  5-percent  level  and  intermediate  coupon  issues  were  about  5% 
percent. 

During  January  and  early  February  interest  rates  on  Government 
securities  dropped  back  moderately,  then  rose  through  the  third  Aveek 
in  May  before  the  market  became  convinced  that  the  Congress  Avould 
enact  a tax  increase.  In  this  period  the  short  bill  rate  rose  an  additional 
percentage  point  and  intermediate  coupon  rates  rose  one-half  of  1 ' 
percent.  The  tax  action  sharply  reduced  rates  in  the  last  month  of  the 
fiscal  year,  with  3-month  bills  yielding  5.30  percent  and  intermediate 
coupon  issues  yielding  5%  percent  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Public  Debt  Changes 

Treasury  debt  securities  outstanding  increased  $21.4  billion  in  fiscal 
1968  to  a level  of  $347.6  billion  on  June  30,  1968.  Over  the  course  of  the 
fiscal  year  the  Treasury  issued  $50.3  billion  of  new  marketable  securities 
excluding  $11.0  billion  of  tax  anticipation  bills  which  were  both  issued 
and  redeemed  during  the  fiscal  year.  Redemptions,  also  excluding  tax 
bills,  totaled  $34.4  billion. 


Class  of  debt 


June  30, 
1967 

June  30, 
1968 

Increase,  or 
decrease  (— ) 

In  billions  of  dollars 

89.6 

106.4 

10.8 

71.4 

64.5 

-7.0 

32.8 

39.2 

6.4 

16.8 

16.6 

-0.2 

210.  7 

226.6 

15.9 

50.8 

51.6 

0.8 

0.4 

0.1 

-0.3 

(•) 

0.2 

0.2 

2.6 

2.5 

-0.1 

0.6 

2.0 

1.4 

0.9 

1.7 

0.8 

0.1 

0.1 

(•) 

55;  5 

58.3 

2.8 

56.2 

59.5 

3.4 

3.9 

3.2 

-0.8 

Public  debt  securities: 

Marketable  public  issues  by  maturity  class: 

Withia  1 year 

1-5  years 

5-20  years - 

Over  20  years 

Total  marketable  issues 

Nonmarketable  public  Issues: 

Savings  bonds: 

Series  E and  H 

Other  series 

U.S.  savings  notes 

Investment  series  bonds., 

Foreign  series  securities - 

Foreign  currency  securities 

Other  nonmarketable  debt 

Total  nonmarketable  public  issues 

Special  issues  to  Government  investment  accounts  (nonmarketable) 
Noninterest-bearing  debt 

Total  gross  public  debt 


326.2 


347.6 


21.4 


•Less  than  $50  million. 

The  outstanding  marketable  public  debt  increased  $1'5.9  billion.  The 
total  maturing  within  1 year  rose  $16.8  billion,  1 year-5  year  maturities 
decreased  $7.0  billion,  and  debt  maturing  beyond  5 years  increased  by 
$6.1  billion.  The  increase  in  debt  maturing  beyond  5 years  reflected 
the  offerings  of  7 year  maturities  in  three  of  the  four  quarterly  Treas- 
ury financings.  Despite  these  offerings,  however,  the  average  length 
of  the  public  marketable  debt  declined  5 months  to  4 years  2 months. 

Nonmarketable  Treasury  debt  outstanding  increased  $6.2  billion. 
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Special  nonmarketable  securities  issued  to  official  foreign  agencies  in- 
creased $2.2  billion  and  special  securities  issued  to  Government  ac- 
counts rose  $3.4  billion.  Outstanding  Series  E and  H savings  bonds 
and  U.S.  savings  notes  increased  $1.0  billion;  cash  sales  and  the  in- 
terest accrual  on  outstanding  Series  E bonds  and  U.S.  savings  notes 
amounted  to  $6.7  billion  and  redemptions  totaled  $5.7  billion.  Eedemp- 
tions  of  other  savings  bonds,  investment  series  bonds,  and  other  non- 
marketable debt  amounted  to  $0.4  billion. 

Matured  debt  and  debt  bearing  no  interest  declined  $0.8  billion. 

Federal  agency  issues  outstanding  reached  $24.4  billion  in  fiscal  1968, 
an  increase  of  $6.0  billion.  More  than  four-fifths  of  the  increase  was 
in  issues  by  the  Federal  National  Mortgage  Association — $3.1  billion 
from  participation  certificates  sales  and  $1.8  billion  from  secondary 
market  operations.  Banks  for  cooperatives  issues  rose  $0.2  billion  and 
Federal  intermediate  credit  bank  issues  increased  $0.4  billion.  Se- 
curities issued  by  the  Export-Import  Bank  increased  $0.4  billion; 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  $0.1  billion;  Federal  Housing  Adminis- 
tration $0.1  bUlion.  All  other  agency  issues  on  balance  declined  $0.1 
billion. 

FINANCING  OPERATIONS 

The  Treasury’s  operating  cash  balance  at  the  end  of  fiscal  1967  was 
$5.7  billion,  the  lowest  yearend  level  since  fiscal  year  1959.  On  June  28, 
1967,  however,  the  Treasury  had  announced  an  auction  of  $4  billion  of 
tax  anticipation  bills  ($2  billion  maturing  March  22,  1968,  and  $2 
bUlion  maturing  April  22, 1968)  for  July  5 with  payment  on  July  11, 
1967.  The  Treasury  also  had  announced  that  it  would  also  raise  $1.3 
billion  through  adding  $100  million  each  week  to  the  offerings  of 
3-month  bills  begimiing  July  13  and  an  additional  $900  million  by 
adding  $100  million  each  month  to  the  annual  bills  beginning  Sep- 
tember 30,  1967. 

Prior  to  this  announcement,  the  3-month  rate  had  reached  a fiscal 
1967  low  of  3.33  percent  in  the  third  week  of  June.  However,  a heavy 
tone  developed  in  the  bill  market  and  by  July  5,  the  3-month  bill  rate 
had  climbed  to  4.29  percent.  Although  full  tax  and  loan  credit  was 
allowed,  the  average  issuing  rates  on  the  March  and  April  tax  bills 
were  4.86  percent  and  4.90  percent,  respectively. 

Sentiment  in  the  coupon  sector  of  the  Government  securities  market 
was  apprehensive  in  early  July,  but  by  mid-month  a steadier  tone 
developed,  reflecting  primarily  favorable  market  reaction  to  discus- 
sions of  an  early  tax  increase.  A cautious  atmosphere  reappeared 
briefly  after  mid-month  as  participants  awaited  terms  of  the  Treasury’s 
August  quarterly  refunding,  revised  budget  figures  for  fiscal  1968, 
and  clarification  of  the  tax  situation. 
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To  refund  the  August  maturities  the  Treasury  offered  a 15-month 
percent  note  priced  at  99.94  to  yield  5.30  percent  for  cash.  The 
maturing  issues  were  $5.6  billion  5%  percent  certificate  of  indebted- 
ness, $2.1  billion  S%  percent  note,  and  $1.9  billion  4%  percent  note. 
Of  the  $9.6  billion  total,  $3.5  billion  was  held  by  private  investors. 
Allotments  of  the  new  note  to  private  investors  totaled  $3.8  billion, 
resulting  in  net  new  cash  of  $0.3  billion. 

In  September,  market  participants  began  to  assume  that  even  with 
passage  of  the  Administration’s  tax  proposals.  Treasury’s  near  term 
financing  needs  would  be  greater  than  had  been  expected.  Prices  of 
Government  coupon  securities  generally  drifted  lower  and  bill  rates, 
which  had  been  steady  at  the  beginning  of  the  month,  began  to 
climb  under  expectations  that  a sizable  portion  of  the  financing  needs 
would  probably  be  met  through  issuance  of  additional  bills. 

On  September  22  the  Treasury  announced  its  second  offering  of 
tax  anticipation  securities  for  the  fiscal  year  in  an  amount  of  $4.5 
billion  and  indicated  that  it  planned  to  continue  to  add  $100  million 
weekly  to  the  3-month  bills  for  another  full  cycle  of  13  weeks. 

Of  the  $4.5  billion  tax  bills,  $1.5  billion  represented  an  additional 
offering  of  the  April  22, 1968,  maturity ; the  remaining  $3  billion  was 
to  mature  on  June  24,  1968.  Average  rates  in  the  October  3 auction 
were  4.93  percent  on  the  April  maturity  and  5.11  percent  on  the  June 
maturity.  Commercial  banks  were  allowed  to  pay  for  75  percent  of 
their  allotments  through  credit  to  tax  and  loan  accounts. 

The  upward  trend  of  capital  market  yields  continued  during  Oc- 
tober. This  reflected  market  disappointment  over  the  postponement 
of  action  on  the  President’s  surtax  proposal,  and  over  the  outlook  for 
a settlement  in  the  Vietnam  conflict,  as  well  as  pressure  of  continu- 
ing large  amounts  of  new  corporate  issues  entering  the  market.  At 
the  close  of  the  month  market  yields  of  outstanding  Treasury  secu- 
rities were  aibout  5%  percent  in  the  intermediate  maturity  area. 

The  terms  of  the  November  quarterly  financing  were  announced 
on  October  25.  The  Treasury  offered  $12.2  billion  of  new  notes  to  re- 
fund the  maturing  $10.2  billion  of  4%  percent  notes  and  3%  per- 
cent bonds  and  to  raise  about  $2  billion  of  new  cash.  The  offered 
issues  were  $10.7  billion  of  a 15-month,  5%  percent  note  to  mature 
in  February  1969  and  $1.5  billion  of  a 5%  percent,  7-year  note  to 
mature  in  November  1974.  This  was  the  first  use  of  the  7-year  note 
authority  granted  by  Congress  in  June  1967.  A heavy  oversubscription 
allowed  the  Treasury  to  overallot  and  raise  $2.2  billion  of  new  cash 
by  issuing  $1.7  billion  rather  than  $1.5  billion  of  the  7-year  5%  per- 
cent notes.  Including  the  increase  in  regular  Treasury  bills  this 
brought  the  total  of  new  cash  raised  in  the  market  since  the  begin- 
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ning  of  the  fiscal  year  to  $16.3  billion  and  completed  the  Treasury’s 
financing  operations  for  the  July-December  half. 

On  November  18,  immediately  after  the  settlement  day  of  the 
Treasury  financing,  the  British  Government  devalued  the  pound 
from  $2.80  to  $2.40,  and  increased  the  Bank  of  England  discount 
rate  from  6Y2  percent  to  8 percent.  In  the  wake  of  the  British  action 
the  Federal  Reserve  Board  announced  a discount  rate  increase  from 
4 percent  to  4i/^  percent.  After  an  initial  reaction,  the  Government 
market  stabilized  and,  apart  from  a temporary  reaction  to  the  early 
December  announcement  that  Congress  would  delay  action  on  the 
tax  proposal,  remained  fairly  steady  until  the  close  of  the  calendar 
year. 

On  January  1,  President  Johnson  announced  a program  to  im- 
prove our  international  balance  of  payments.  This  announcement,  fol- 
lowing on  the  heels  of  the  Board  of  Governors’  action  in  late  December 
to  increase  member  bank  reserve  requirements  by  one-half  of  a per- 
cent, had  a beneficial  effect  on  the  capital  market. 

On  January  3,  the  Treasury  announced  an  offering  of  an  addi- 
tional $21/^  billion  in  tax  anticipation  bills  to  mature  on  June  24, 
1968.  Commercial  banks  were  again  permitted  to  pay  for  the  bills 
by  full  credit  to  tax  and  loan  accounts.  The  auction  was  considered 
strong  and  the  average  issuing  rate  was  5.06  percent.  For  the  re- 
mainder of  the  month  of  January  prices  of  intermediate  and  long  term 
securities  continued  to  gain  and  a generally  strong  investment  de- 
mand persisted. 

On  January  31,  the  Treasury  announced  the  offering  of  a long 
term  note  to  refund  the  February  maturities,  and  prerefund  a siz- 
able segment  of  the  August  and  November  1968  maturities.  This  was 
combined  with  a cash  offering  of  a short  term  note  to  cover  attri- 
tion and  raise  additional  new  cash. 

'Holders  of  5%  percent  notes  due  February  15,  4^  percent  notes 
and  3%  percent  bonds  due  August  15,  and  5%  percent  notes  and  3% 
percent  bonds  due  November  15  were  permitted  to  exchange  their 
holdings  for  a new  5%  percent  7-year  note  to  be  dated  February  15, 
1968,  and  maturing  on  February  15, 1975.  Of  the  $24.3  billion  of  these 
securities  outstanding,  approximately  $12.1  billion  was  held  by  pri- 
vate investors.  Subscription  books  for  the  exchange  were  open  Feb- 
ruary 5 — 7.  The  Treasury  also  announced  that  it  would  offer  about 
$4  billion  of  15-month  notes  for  cash  on  February  13. 

About  $1.3  billion  of  the  $1.7  billion  of  privately-held  February 
maturities  'and  $2.6  billion  of  the  $10.3  billion  privately-held  pre- 
refunded maturities  were  exchanged.  The  'total  of  the  new  5%  percent 
notes  issued,  including  exchanges  by  the  Federal  Reserve  and  Govem- 
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ment  accounts,  was  $5.1  billion.  Terms  of  the  short  note  were  an- 
nounced on  February  8,  1968.  The  coupon  was  5%  percent  and 
payment  through  credit  to  tax  and  loan  accounts  by  commercial  banks 
was  allowed.  An  allotment  ratio  of  39  percent  on  subscriptions  in 
excess  of  $200,000  resulted  in  a total  issue  of  $4.3  billion  which 
covered  the  attrition  in  the  exchange  offering  and  raised  an  additional 
$3.8  billion  of  new  cash. 

On  February  20  the  Treasury  announced  that  the  weekly  offerings 
of  3-month  bills  would  be  enlarged  by  $100  million  commencing  on 
February  26  and  probably  running  for  a full  13-week  cycle  ending 
with  the  auction  of  May  20. 

Developments  in  domestic  financial  markets  during  March  were 
largely  dominated  by  foreign  exchange  and  gold  market  developments. 
Speculative  pressures  on  the  pound  and  Canadian  dollar,  beginning 
in  late  February,  spread  to  tire  U.S.  dollar.  As  a consequence,  the 
structure  of  interest  rates  shifted  moderately  upward  in  March.  Pres- 
sures on  the  financial  markets  increased  steadily  over  the  month  and 
between  March  15  and  March  22  the  discount  rates  of  all  12  Federal 
Eeserve  banks  were  increased  from  4%  percent  to  5 percent. 

In  April  the  Treasury  returned  to  the  bill  market  and  announced 
a weekly  increase  of  $100  million  in  the  6-month  bill  cycle  beginning 
with  the  auction  of  April  15  and  continuing  through  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year  for  total  new  money  of  $1.1  billion. 

On  April  15  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Eeserve  System 
approved  a discomit  rate  increase  from  5 percent  to  51/2  percent  and 
liberalized  the  schedule  of  maximum  interest  rates  payable  on  large 
denomination  certificates  of  deposit.  Prices  in  the  Government  coupon 
market  were  marked  down  sharply  creating  the  highest  rate  structure 
in  the  short  and  intermediate  market  since  the  fall  of  1966. 

The  May  financing  again  combined  an  exchange  and  a cash  opera- 
tion, using  a 6 percent,  7-year  note  maturing  in  May  1975  for  the 
long  exchange  option  and  a 6 percent,  15-month  note  maturing  August 
1969  for  the  cash  anchor  issue.  Unlike  the  February  financing,  the 
terms  of  the  two  new  issues  were  announced  concurrently. 

The  7-year  note  was  offered  to  holders  of  $8.0  billion  of  4%  percent 
Treasury  notes  and  percent  bonds  maturing  on  May  15.  Private 
investors  held  $3.9  billion  of  the  eligible  issues.  The  cash  offering 
of  the  6 percent  15-monith  note  was  $3.0  billion  to  cover  attrition  and 
raise  additional  new  money.  Commercial  banks  were  allowed  to  credit 
tax  and  loan  accounts  in  payment. 

Attrition  on  the  privately-held  portions  of  the  maturing  issues  was 
only  $1.3  billion,  and  the  cash  subscription  on  the  short  issue  was 
sufficient  to  allow  the  Treasury  to  issue  $3.4  billion  with  a 28  percent 
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allotment  on  those  subscriptions  above  $100,000.  This  resulted  in  net 
new  cash  of  about  $2.1  billion. 

The  two  acoompanying  tables  summarize  the  Treasury’s  major 
financing  operations  during  the  fiscal  year.  Data  on  allotments  by 
investor  classes  will  be  found  in  the  Statistical  Appendix. 

Offerings  of  viarkeiahle  Treasury  securities  excluding  refunding  of  regular  bills, 

fiscal  year  1968 

[In  millions  ol  dollars] 


Cash  offerings  Exchange  offerings 

Issue  

date  Description  For  new  For  For  In  ad-  Total 

money  refund-  matur-  vance 
ing  ing  refund- 
issues  ing 


1967 
Apr.  1 
Aug.  15 
Aug.  30 
Oet.  1 
Nov.  15 
Nov.  15 

1968 
Feb.  15 
Fob.  21 
Apr.  1 
May  15 
May  15 


1967 

1938 


1968 

1967 

1968 


1967 
July  11 
July  11 
Oet.  9 

Oct.  9 

1968 
Jan. 15 


Notes 


1H%  exchange  note-Apr.  1,  1972  ‘ 

5V4%  note-Nov.  15, 1968  at  99.94  ^ 

8H%  note-Feb.  15, 1971 

305 

9,608 

2 26  

1H%  exchange  note-Oct.  1, 1972  > 

5^%  noto-Feb.  15, 1969  3 

— 

33 

5?i%  note-Nov.  15, 1974  > 

] 2, 236 

10, 154  <■ 

26 
9, 913 
2, 509 
33 

10, 738 
1,652 


65^%  note-Feb.  15, 1975  < 2,171  2,977  5,148 

55^%  note-May  15, 1969  * 3, 813  464  4, 277 

1H%  exchange  note-Apr.  1,  1973  ‘ 13 13 

6%  note-Aug.  15, 1969  < 2,069  1,297  3,366 

6%  note-May  15, 1975  * 6, 750  6, 750 


Total  notes 10,932  21,523  8,993  2,977  44,425 


Bills  * (Maturity  Value) 


Increase  in  3-month  bill  offerings: 

July  through  September 1,201  1,201 

October  through  December 1,315 1,316 

January  through  March 598  598 

April  through  June 802  802 


Total  3-month  bill  increase 3, 916 3, 916 

Increase  in  6-month  bill  offerings: 

April  through  June 1,079  1,079 

Increase  in  1-year  bill  offerings: 

July  through  September 100 100 

October  through  December 197 197 

January  through  March 399  399 

April  through  June 201 201 


Total  1-year  bill  increase 897 

Tax  anticipation  bill  offerings: 

4.861%  255-day,  maturing  Mar.  22, 1968 2, 003 

4.898%  286-day,  maturing  Apr.  22, 1968  2,001 

4.934%  196-day,  maturing  Apr.  22,  1968, 

additional 1,506 

5,108%  259-day,  maturing  June  24, 1968 3, 006 

5.058%  161-day,  maturing  June  24,  1968, 
additional. 2,528 


897 


2, 003 

2, 001 

1,506 
3, 006 


2,528 


Total  tax  anticipation  offerings 11,044  11,044 

Total  offerings 27,868  21,523  8,993  2,977  61,301 


1 Issued  only  on  demand  in  exchange  for  2H  percent  Treasury  bonds.  Investment  Series  B-1975-80. 

2 Issued  subsequent  to  June  30, 1967. 

3 A cash  offering  (all  subscriptions  subject  to  allotment)  was  made  for  the  purpose  of  paying  off  the  matured 
securities  in  cash  and  to  raise  new  money.  Holders  of  the  maturing  issues  were  not  offered  preemptive  rights 
to  exchange  their  holdings,  but  were  permitted  to  present  them  in  payment  or  exchange,  in  lieu  of  cash, 
for  the  new  securities  offered.  For  further  details,  sec  exhibit  1. 

< In  the  February  and  May  1968  financings  combinations  of  c^h  and  exchange  offerings  were  made  to 
refund  maturing  issues  and  raise  new  cash. 

® Treasury  bills  are  sold  on  a discount  basis  with  comi^titive  bids  for  each  issue.  The  average  price  for 
auctioned  issues  gives  an  approximate  yield  on  a bank  discount  basis  as  indicated  for  each  series. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


20  1;968  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


Disposition  of  marketable  Treasury  securities  excluding  regular  hills,  Hscal  year  1968 

[In  millions  of  dollars] 


Date  of 
refund-  - 
ing  or 
retire- 
ment 

Securities 

Description  and  maturity  date 

Issue  date 

1967 
Aug.  15 
Aug.  15 
Aug.  15 
Oct.  1 
Nov.  15 

Bonds,  Notes,  and  Certificates 

Aug.  15,1966 

3^%  note-Aug.  15,  1967 

. Sept.  15,1962 

m%  note-Aug.  15, 1967 

- Feb.  15,' 1966 

1H%  exchange  note-Oct.  1, 1967 - 

414%  note-Nov.  15, 1967 

Oct.  1,1962 
- May  15,1966 

Nov.  15 

SH%  bond-Nov.  15, 1967 

- Mar.  15,1961 

196S 
Feb.  15 

554%  note-Feb.  15, 1968 

— Nov.  15,1966 

Feb. 15 

. May  15' 1967  . 

Feb.  15 

3^%  bond-Aug.  15, 1968 

..  Apr.  18,1962  . 

Feb. 15 

Aiig.  15^1967  . 

Feb. 15 

..  Sept.  15, 1963  . 

Apr.  1 
May  15 

1H%  exchange  note-Apr.  1, 1968. 

m%  note-May  15, 1968 

Apr.  i;i963 
- Feb.  15,1967 

May  15 

3H%  bond-May  15, 1968 

..  June  23’ 1960 

1968 
Mar.  22 

Bills 

4.861%  (tax  anticipation) 

..  July  11,1967 

Apr.  22 
Apr.  22 

..  July  11,1967 

..  Oct.  9,1967 

..  Oct.  9,1967 

June  24 

5.058%  (tax  anticipation) 

..  Jan.  15,1968 

Re- 
deemed 
for  cash  ■ 
or  car- 
ried to 
ma- 
tured 
debt 


Exchanged  for 
new  issue 


At  ma- 
turity 


In 
advance 
refund- 
ing 


Total 


Total  bills 

Total  securities. 


989  1 4,621 

1,674  1 420 

582  1 1, 322 

457  

1, 101  1 7, 034 

1, 326  1 692 


464 


2,171 


212  , 

540 

761 


507 

1,107 

929 

433 


•5,047  . 
1,699  , 


5, 610 
2, 094 
1,904 
457 
8,135 
2, 019 

2, 635 
507 
1,107 
929 
433 
212 
5, 587 
2, 460 


8,106  23,006 


2,976  34,089 


2 2, 003  . 
2 2,001  , 
2 1, 506  . 
2 3, 006  . 
2 2, 528  , 


2, 003 
2, 001 
1,506 
3, 006 
2, 528 


11,044  11,044 

19, 150  23, 006  2, 976  45,133 


1 Holders  of  the  maturing  issues  were  not  offered  preemptive  rights  to  exchange  their  holdings,  but  were 
permitted  to  present  them  in  payment  or  exchange,  in  lieu  of  cash,  for  the  new  securities  offered. 

2 Including  tax  anticipation  issues  redeemed  for  taxes  in  the  amounts  of  $884  million  in  March  1968,  $1,288 
million  in  April  1968,  and  $2,113  million  in  June  1968. 


The  exhibits  on  public  debt  operations  provide  further  information 
on  public  offerings  and  allotments  by  issues  in  tables  and  representa- 
tive circulars.  For  details  on  participation  certificate  sales,  retirements, 
and  those  outstanding  see  the  Statistical  Appendix. 

OWNERSHIP  OF  FEDERAL  SECURITIES 

In  consonance  with  the  unified  budget  concept,^  the  definition  of 
Federal  securities  includes  both  public  debt  issues  and  the  issues  of 
Federal  agencies  having  an  element  of  Federal  ownership.  In  addi- 
tion to  direct  Treasury  debt,  this  includes  the  issues  of  the  Federal 
Housing  Administration,  Federal  National  Mortgage  Association, 
banks  for  cooperatives.  Federal  intermediate  credit  banks,  and  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority.  Also  included  are  the  participation  certifi- 
cates of  the  Federal  National  Mortgage  Association  and  the  Export- 


1 See  pages  8-10. 
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Import  Bank,  and  defense  family  housing  mortgages.  Excluded  are 
the  Federal  land  banks  and  Federal  home  loan  banks,  both  of  which 
are  entirely  under  private  ownership,  and  the  municipal  Government 
of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

From  an  ownership  point.  Federal  securities  held  by  the  Federal 
home  loan  banks,  the  Federal  land  banks,  the  municipal  Government 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  various  deposit  accounts  for  moneys 
held  by  the  Government  for  others  are  now  included  in  the  private 
nonbank  ownership  category. 

At  the  end  of  fiscal  1968  public  debt  outstanding  (direct  issues  of  the 
Treasury)  was  $347.6  billion,  an  increase  of  $21.4  billion  over  the 
previous  yearend.  Agency  issues  outstanding  totaled  $24.4  billion,  an 
increase  of  $6.0  billion  over  the  previous  year.  The  increase  in  public 
debt  securities  was  nearly  three  and  one-half  times  the  increase  in 
fiscal  1967  and  the  increase  in  agency  securities  was  $0.9  billion  higher 
than  the  increase  in  the  previous  year.  Federal  Reserve  banks  and 
Government  accounts  absorbed  $10.9  billion  of  the  total  increase  in 
Federal  securities  and  private  investors  acquired  the  remaining  $16.4 
billion. 

At  the  end  of  the  year  over  one-third  of  the  total  Federal  securities, 
or  $131.4  billion,  was  held  by  Government  accounts  and  Federal  Re- 
serve banks;  slightly  over  one-sixth,  or  $66.3  billion,  was  held  by 
commercial  banks;  and  just  under  one-half,  or  $174.3  billion  was  held 
by  private  nonbank  investors. 


Chart  C 


OWMERSHIP  OF  FEDERAL  SECURITIES,  JUNE  30, 1988 
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Ownership  of  public  debt  securities  on  selected  dales,  1958-68 
[Dollar  amounts  in  billions] 


June  30,  June  30,  June  30,  Juno  30, 
1958  1966  1967  1968 


Change 

during 

fiscal 

year 

1968 


Estimated  ownership  by:  . 

Private  nonbank  Investors: 
Individuals:  ‘ 


Series  E and  H savings  bonds 

$42. 1 

$49.2 

$50.4 

$51.1 

$0.8 

U.S.  savings  notes  * 

(•) 

.2 

.2 

Other  securities 

22.3 

23.9 

20.6 

22.9 

2.3 

Total  individuals 

64. 4 

73.1 

70.9 

74.2 

3.3 

Insurance  companies 

12. 2 

9.6 

8.6 

8.1 

-.  6 

Mutual  savings  banks 

7. 4 

5.0 

4.0 

3.9 

— J2, 

Savings  and  loan  associations 

3. 3 

7.3 

7.9 

9.8 

1.9 

State  and  local  governments 

16. 3 

24.5 

24.9 

26.6 

1.7 

Foreign  and  international 

6. 5 

15.4 

14.7 

12.9 

-1.8 

Corporations 

14. 1 

14.2 

11.1 

13.0 

2.8 

Miscellaneous  investors  s 

8. 2 

9.5 

9.9 

10.8 

.8 

Total  private  nonbank  investors 

132. 5 

158.6 

152.2 

159.4 

7.2 

Commercial  banks 

65. 2 

54.8 

55.5 

59.8 

4.3 

Federal  Reserve  banks 

25. 4 

42.2 

46.7 

52.2 

5.5 

Government  accounts 

53. 2 

64.4 

71.8 

76.2 

4.3 

Total  gross  debt  outstanding 

276. 3 

319.9 

326.2 

347.6 

21.4 

Percent 

Percent  owned  by: 

Individuals 

23 

23 

22 

21  .. 

Other  private  nonbank  Investors 

25 

27 

25 

26  .. 

24 

17 

17 

17  .. 

Federal  Reserve  banks 

9 

13 

14 

15  .. 

. . . 19 

20 

22 

22  .. 

Total  gross  debt  outstanding 

100 

100 

100 

100  ... 

1 Including  partnerships  and  personal  trust  accounts.  *Less  than  $50  million. 

3 U.8.  savings  notes  first  offered  in  May  1967. 

* Includes  nonprofit  institutions,  corporate  pension  trust  funds,  nonbank  Government  security  dealers, 
and  Federal  oriented  agencies  not  included  in  Government  accounts. 

Note.— Figures  based  on  new  budget  concepts;  therefore  certain  figures  for  1966  and  1967  may  differ  from 
those  published  in  the  1967  annual  report,  page  25. 


Indwiduals. — Public  debt  securities  held  by  individuals  increased 
$3.3  billion  during  fiscal  1968  from  $70.9  billion  in  June  1967  to  $74.2 
billion  in  June  1968.  Two-thirds  of  the  increase  was  in  marketable 
securities;  savings  bonds  and  U.S.  savings  notes  accounted  for  the 
remaining  one- third.  On  June  30,  1968,  individuals  continued  to  hold 
more  of  the  public  debt  than  any  other  private  investor  category.  Indi- 
vidual holdings  of  Federal  agency  issues  increased  by  $1.2  billion  to 
a level  of  $4.0  billion.  This  increase  was  second  only  to  that  of  State 
and  local  governments  and  accounted  for  more  than  one-fifth  of  the 
total  increase  in  agency  issues. 

Insurance  companies.- — Holdings  of  public  debt  securities  by  insur- 
ance companies  declined  $0.6  billion  during  the  fiscal  year.  Life  com- 
panies reduced  their  holdings  $0.2  billion  to  a new  postwar  low  of 
$4.1  billion.  Fire,  casualty  and  marine  companies  liquidated  $0.3  bil- 
lion to  reduce  their  portfolios  to  $4.0  billion.  Although  life  insurance 
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companies  hold  a large  proportion  of  their  portfolios  in  long  term 
securities,  the  average  maturity  of  their  marketable  Treasuries  de- 
clined by  16  months  from  the  previous  yearend  to  a level  of  18  years. 
The  average  maturity  of  the  marketable  Treasuries  held  by  fire,  casu- 
alty and  marine  companies  fell  9 months  from  a level  of  7 years  at  the 
end  of  fiscal  1967  to  6 years  3 months  at  the  end  of  fiscal  1968.  Holdings 
of  agency  securities  by  insurance  companies  increased  $0.2  billion  dur- 
in  the  year. 

Mutual  savings  banks. — Public  debt  securities  held  by  mutual  sav- 
ings banks  also  continued  to  decline  during  fiscal  1968,  falling  $0.2 
billion  to  a new  postwar  low  of  $3.9  billion.  In  contrast  to  fiscal  1967, 
when  the  structure  of  the  mutual  savings  bank  portfolio  of  Treasury 
securities  remained  relatively  stable,  the  average  length  declined  by  18 
months  to  8 years  5 months.  Mutual  savings  bank  holdings  of  Federal 
agency  securities  increased  $0.3  billion  to  $1.3  billion. 

Savings  and  loan  associations. — In  fiscal  1968  savings  and  loan  asso- 
ciations acquired  $1.9  billion  of  public  debt  securities.  In  contrast  to 
mutual  savings  banks  and  insurance  companies,  savings  and  loans  have 
increased  their  holdings  continuously  in  recent  years  from  a level  of 
$2.0  billion  at  the  end  of  fiscal  1954  to  $9.8  billion  in  fiscal  1968.  The 
average  length  of  this  industry’s  holdings  of  marketable  public  debt 
securities  was  5 years  10  months  on  June  30, 1968,  a reduction  of  1 year 
and  3 months  in  the  fiscal  year.  Savings  and  loan  holdings  of  Federal 
agency  issues  increased  $0.6  billon  to  a level  of  $0.9  billion  on  June  30, 
1968. 

State  and  local  governments. — State  and  local  governments  held 
$26.6  billion  public  debt  securities  on  June  30,  1968,  an  increase  of 
$1.7  billion  for  the  fiscal  year.  Holdings  of  State  and  municipal  pen- 
sion funds  increased  by  $0.2  billion  and  holdings  by  general  funds  rose 
$1.5  billion.  Pension  funds  have  about  80  percent  of  their  public  debt 
investments  in  long  term  issues  and  the  average  maturity  of  their  total 
holdings  was  nearly  19  years  at  the  end  of  fiscal  1968.  The  investments 
for  general  purpose  funds  of  States  and  municipalities,  however,  are 
in  relatively  short  maturities,  generally  concentrated  in  Treasury  bills. 

State  and  local  holdings  of  agency  securities  increased  by  $1.3 
billion  to  a June  30, 1968,  level  of  $4.8  billion. 

Foreign  and  international. — In  fiscal  year  1968  foreign  holdings  of 
public  debt  securities  declined  by  $0.6  billion  to  a yearend  level  of 
$9.5  billion. 

Special  nonmarketaible  securities  issued  directly  to  foreign  monetary 
authorities  increased  $2.2  billion  but  this  was  offset  by  a $2.8  billion 
drop  in  holdings  of  marketable  issues.  Major  changes  during  the  year 
by  individual  countries  were  liquidations  of  $0.4  billion  by  both  Great 
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Britain  and  Italy  while  Canadian  holdings  increased  $0.4  billion.  On 
June  30,  foreign  investors  held  $3.8  billion  of  nonmarketable  securities 
and  $5.7  billion  of  marketable  issues. 

Holdings  by  international  and  regional  institutions  fell  $1.2  billion 
to  a level  of  $3.4  biUion  on  June  30, 1968. 

The  decrease  in  holdings  was  accounted  for  by  a $1.1  billion  drop 
in  special  noninterest-bearing  notes  issued  to  the  International  Mone- 
tary Fund  with  substitution  of  letters  of  credit  for  $0.6  billion  of  this 
amoirnt,  and  a net  decline  of  $0.1  billion  in  marketable  securities  held 
by  international  and  regional  institutions.  Holdings  on  June  30 
amoimted  to  $2.2  billion  of  noninterest-bearing  special  notes  and  $1.2 
billion  of  marketable  securities. 

In  fiscal  1968,  the  foreign  and  international  investor  group  con- 
tinued to  acquire  Federal  agency  securities  and  added  $0.2  billion  to 
their  holdings  of  these  securities,  reaching  a level  of  $0.8  billion  on 
Jrme  30, 1968. 

Nonfmandal  corporations. — Holdings  of  public  debt  securities  by 
nonfinancial  corporations  increased  $2.0  billion  to  a level  of  $13.0  bil- 
lion at  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1968.  By  contrast,  in  fiscal  1967  corporate 
holdings  declined  $3.2  billion,  and  in  fiscal  1966  $1.0  billion.  Holdings 
are  concentrated  in  the  short  term  issues  with  an  average  length  of 
about  one  year. 

Corporations  increased  their  holdings  of  Federal  agency  securities 
by  $0.5  billion  in  fiscal  1968  and  now  hold  a total  of  $1.1  billion. 

Commercial  hanks. — In  fiscal  1968,  commercial  banks  added  substan- 
tially to  their  holdings  of  public  ddbt  securities  accounting  for  more 
than  one-third  of  the  $11.6  billion  increase  in  the  hands  of  investors 
excluding  the  Federal  Reserve  System  >and  Grovemment  accoimts.  This 
increase  in  bank  holdings  was  nearly  seven  times  as  great  as  the  in- 
crease in  fiscal  1967,  and  raised  their  holdings  to  a level  of  $59.8  billion 
on  June  30, 1968.  The  larger  reserve  city  banks  mcreased  their  holdings 
of  Governments  by  $0.8  billion  while  the  smaller  banks  had  net  acqui- 
sitions of  $3.5  billion. 

The  average  length  of  commercial  bank  holdings  of  marketable 
Treasuries  declined  slightly  to  a level  of  3 years.  Federal  agency  securi- 
ties held  by  commercial  banks  rose  $1.1  billion  in  fiscal  1968  to  a level 
of  $6.5  billion. 

Other  primate  nonbank  irwestors. — ^This  group  of  investors  increased 
their  holdings  of  public  ddbt  securities  $0.8  billion  in  fiscal  1968  to  a 
level  of  $10.8  billion.  Major  changes  were  an  increase  of  $1.8  billion 
in  the  hands  of  miscellaneous  investors  including  dealers  and  a liqui- 
dation of  $1.0  billion  by  the  Federal  home  loan  banks.  Holdings  of 
Federal  agencies  issues  rose  $0.4  billion. 
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Federal  Reserve  System. — During  fiscal  year  1968  the  Federal  Re- 
serve System  absorbed  a net  $5.5  billion  of  public  deibt  securities  as  the 
System  continued  to  provide  for  growth  in  member  bank  reserves  and 
to  offset  reserve  drains  caused  by  sales  of  gold.  Net  acquisitions  of 
Government  securities  this  year  were  $1.0  billion  larger  than  in  fiscal 
1967.  Holdings  of  Treasury  bills  increased  $4.3  billion  and  coupon 
securities  rose  by  $1.2  billion.  On  June  30,  1968,  holdings  of  Govern- 
ments in  the  System  Open  Market  Account  amounted  to  $52.2  billion 
with  an  average  maturity  of  nearly  20  months. 

Government  accounts. — Public  debt  securities  held  by  Government 
accounts  increased  $4.3  billion  in  fiscal  1968.  Special  issues  held  by 
these  accounts  rose  $3.3  billion  and  holdings  of  marketable  securities 
increased  by  $1.0  billion.  Major  acquisitions  occurred  in  the  accounts 
of  the  Federal  old  age  and  survivors  insurance  trust  fund — $1.3  billion ; 
the  unemployment  trust  ftmd — $1.0  billion;  the  civil  service  retire- 
ment fund — $0.6  billion ; and  the  Federal  disability  insurance  trust 
fund — $0.5  billion. 

At  the  end  of  fiscal  1968  Government  accounts  held  $76.2  billion  of 
public  debt  securities.  About  80  percent  or  $59.4  billion  of  the  total 
was  accounted  for  by  special  issues.  The  remaining  20  percent  in- 
cluded $2.1  billion  of  nonmarketable  Investment  Series  B bonds  and 
$14.7  billion  of  other  issues,  primarily  intermediate  and  longer  term 
marketable  securities. 

Holdings  of  Federal  agency  securities  in  Government  accounts  in- 
creased $1.0  billion  to  a level  of  $3.0  billion  on  June  30, 1968. 

Taxation  Developments 

The  major  tax  development  in  fiscal  year  1968  was  the  Revenue  and 
Expenditure  Control  Act  of  1968  (Public  Law  90-364)  which  was  ap- 
proved by  President  Johnson  on  June  28,  1968,  almost  18  months 
after  the  President’s  initial  request  for  a temporary  tax  increase.  This 
measure  not  only  increased  taxes  but  also  required  reduction  in  Fed- 
eral spending  and  employment  and  amended  the  Social  Security  Act. 

President’s  recommendations 

The  President  in  his  state  of  the  Union  message  of  January  10, 
1967,  recommended  a three-point  tax  program  to  increase  revenues  to 
meet  the  continuing  and  rising  Vietnam  obligations  and  increasing 
domestic  needs:  a 6-percent  temporary  surcharge  on  corporate  and 
individual  income  tax  liabilities,  a speedup  of  corporate  income  tax 
collections,  and  postponement  of  reduction  of  automobile  and  tele- 
phone excises  beyond  the  dates  specified  in  the  Tax  Adjustment  Act 
of  1966.  The  surcharge  was  to  become  effective  October  1,  1967,  for 
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individuals  and  July  1, 1967,  for  corporations,  and  was  to  remain  in 
effect  until  June  30, 1969,  or  continue  so  long  as  the  unusual  expendi- 
tures associated  with  Vietnam  require  higher  revenues. 

When  revised  budget  estimates  at  midyear  indicated  a substantial 
increase  in  the  prospective  budget  deficit  to  be  likely,  the  President 
in  his  message  of  August  3,  1967,  to  the  Congress  requested  that  the 
surcharge  be  raised  from  6 to  10  percent.  The  President  urged  the 
Congress  to  make  every  effort  not  to  exceed  the  J anuary  budget  esti- 
mates of  expenditures  and  pledged  the  executive  branch  to  take  every 
proper  action  within  its  power  to  reduce  expenditures.  He  pointed 
out,  however,  that  reductions  in  spending  would  not  be  easy  for  the 
budget  submitted  in  J anuary  was  already  lean  and  outlays  over  which 
the  President  has  discretion  were  limited.  This  overall  fiscal  program 
was  urged  by  the  President  as  a method  of  reducing  the  prospective 
deficit. 

On  August  14, 1967,  in  his  statement  before  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means,  Secretary  Fowler  presented  the  detailed  recommenda- 
tions for  the  tax  increase  program  and  stressed  five  reasons  why  the 
tax  increase  was  needed:  (1)  to  meet  the  special  cost  of  Vietnam; 
(2)  to  hold  down  the  deficit;  (3)  to  avoid  excessively  high  interest 
rates  and  tight  money;  (4)  to  protect  healthy  economic  growth 
and  price  stability ; and  (5)  to  protect  our  balance  of  payments.  (See 
exhibit  20.)  He  explained  that  the  surcharge  form  of  tax  increase 
was  chosen  as  the  most  appropriate  form  for  a temporary  tax  increase 
because  it  “is  simple  to  administer  and  easy  for  the  taxpayer  to  under- 
stand. It  is  relatively  prompt  and  predictable  in  its  impact.  It  causes 
minimal  disturbances  to  the  existing  pattern  of  relationships  among 
taxpayers,  and  this  seems  fair  and  sensible  for  a moderate,  tem- 
porary, emergency  increase.” 

On  October  3,  1967,  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  adopted  a 
resolution  temporarily  laying  aside  the  Administration’s  surcharge 
proposal  until  such  time  as  the  President  and  the  Congress  could 
reach  an  understanding  on  a means  of  implementing  more  effective 
expenditure  reduction  and  controls  as  an  essential  corollary  to  further 
consideration  of  the  tax  increase. 

In  his  reply  of  November  22, 1967,  to  a letter  he  had  received  from 
Senator  Williams  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  concerning  the 
tax  surcharge.  Secretary  Fowler  indicated  that  a plan  had  been  pre- 
pared which  combined  the  President’s  tax  proposals  with  a statutory 
provision  embodying  a program  of  realistic  expenditure  reductions. 
(See  exhibit  22.)  The  Secretary  stated  that  he  had  requested  Chair- 
man Mills  to  convene  the,  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on  Novem- 
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ber  29  to  consider  this  plan.  On  November  29,  the  Secretary  presented 
the  plan  to  the  W ays  and  Means  Committee.  ( See  exhibit  23. ) 

On  February  20,  1968,  Chairman  Mills  of  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  and  Representative  Byrnes  introduced  H.R.  15414  which 
contained  two  parts  of  the  President’s  tax  recommendations:  Ex- 
tension of  the  excise  taxes  on  automobiles  and  telephone  service 
beyond  April  1,  1968,  and  acceleration  of  corporate  income  tax  pay- 
ments. The  bill  was  reported  by  the  Committee  on  February  23  with 
some  minor  modifications  and  approved  by  the  House  on  February  29, 
1968. 

In  Senate  Finance  Committee  hearings  on  H.R.  15414  on  March  12, 
1968,  Secretary  Fowler  emphasized  that  the  Administration  was  still 
strongly  in  favor  of  the  full  tax  program  which  would  include  in 
addition  to  the  extension  of  the  excise  taxes  on  automobiles  and  tele- 
phone service  a temporary  10-percent  income  tax  surcharge.  (See 
exhibit  24.) 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  reported  the  bill  on  March  15, 1968, 
with  several  amendments,  but  did  not  include  the  10-percent  sur- 
charge. The  bill  was  considered  by  the  Senate  on  March  22,  25-28,  and 
April  1 and  2,  1968,  and  as  passed  on  April  2,  1968,  included  the  10- 
percent  surcharge,  which  had  been  added  as  an  amendment  during 
Senate  consideration,  together  wdth  measures  involving  expenditure 
control. 

The  bill  was  sent  to  conference  on  April  3.  The  President  in  a letter 
of  May  4 to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  (H.  Doc.  305,  90th  Cong., 
second  sess.)  urged  immediate  action  by  the  Congress  on  the  tax 
surcharge.  The  House  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  June  20 
and  the  Senate  on  June  21.  The  bill  was  signed  by  the  President  on 
June  28, 1968  (Public  Law  90-364). 

Revenue  and  Expenditure  Control  Act  of  1968 

Title  I — Internal  Revenue  Code  Amendments 

Tax  surcharge  for  individuals  and  corporations. — A temporary  10- 
percent  surcharge  on  individual  and  corporation  income  taxes  was 
provided.  For  individuals,  the  surcharge  was  to  be  effective  from 
April  1,  1968,  and  for  corporations  from  January  1,  1968.  In  both 
cases  the  surcharge  was  to  expire  June  30,  1969.  These  effective  dates 
meant  for  individuals  a 7(/2-percent  surcharge  for  calendar  year  1968, 
and  a 5-percent  surcharge  for  calendar  year  1969 ; and  for  corpora- 
tions a 10-percent  surcharge  for  calendar  year  1968  and  a 5-percent 
surcharge  for  calendar  year  1969.  The  withholding  rate  was  increased 
10  percent  on  wages  paid  on  or  after  July  15, 1968. 

Individuals  in  the  two  lowest  income  brackets  were  exempt  from  the 
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surdiarge.  This  exemption  excluded  from  the  surcharge,  in  terms  of 
specific  tax  liabilities,  single  returns  having  a tax  of  $145  or  less  (the 
tax  on  (taxable  income  of  $1,000),  joint  returns  having  a tax  of  $290 
or  less  (the  tax  on  taxable  income  of  $2,000),  and  head-of -household 
returns  having  a tax  of  $220'  or  less  (the  tax  on  taxable  income  of 
$1,500).  To'  take  care  of  the  notch  problem  a special  provision  applied 
to  individual  taxpayers  whose  tax  (without  regard  to  the  surcharge) 
was  just  above  the  amount  of  the  exemption.  They  were  not  required 
to  pay  the  surcharge  at  the  full  annual  rate  of  10  percent.  The  tax 
increase  could  not  be  greater  than  an  amount  equal  to^  twice  the  tax 
which  would  result  if  the  surcharge  were  imposed  on  the  amount  of 
tax  above  the  exemption  level.  The  effect  of  this  provision  was  to  phase 
the  surcharge  in  gradually  until  it  reached  the  full  10-percent  annual 
rate  on  middle-  and  high- income  taxpayers. 

Acceleration  of  corf  oration  fayments  of  estimated  tax. — ^The  act 
provided  a phased  reduction  in  the  exemption  from  current  payment 
of  estimated  income  tax  and  an  increase  in  the  percentage  of  estimated 
tax  which  must  be  paid  by  corporations  which,  by  1977,  will  place 
corporations  on  the  same  taxpaying  basis  as  individual  taxpayers. 
The  Eevenue  Act  of  1964  and  Tax  Adjustment  Act  of  1966  previously 
included  provisions  which  had  the  effect  of  requirir^  corporations  to 
pay  in  four  quarterly  payments  70  percent  of  their  estimated  tax  in 
excess  of  $100,000  during  the  current  tax  year,  acliieving  this  con- 
dition by  January  1,  1968.  However,  as  compared  with  individual  tax- 
payers who  are  required  to  pay  currently  80  percent  of  their  estimated 
tax  (in  excess  of  $40) , corporations  with  estimated  tax  liabilities  less 
than  $100,000  still  could  defer  payment  of  tax  until  the  middle  of  the 
third  and  sixth  montlis  after  the  close  of  the  taxaJble  year  (nearly  15 
to  18  months  after,  the  beginning  of  the  taxable  year)  without  penalty, 
and  those  with  tax  liabilities  in  excess  of  $100',000  were  required  to 
pay  only  70  percent  of  the  excess  currently.  In  order  to  equalise  tax 
payment  requirements  of  corporations  and  individual  taxpayers,  the 
President  recommended  a phased  elimination  of  the  $100,000  exemp- 
tion from  estimated  tax  and  an  increase  in  the  percentage  from  70  to 
80  per, cent  to  be  paid  currently  by  corporations  if  they  were  to  avoid 
penalties  for  underpayment.  Moreover,  the  President  urged  accom- 
plishment of  this  equalization  as  part  of  the  surcharge  and  excise  tax 
extension  legislation  in  order  to  gain  the  beneficial  effect  of  an  increase 
in  tax  revenues  to  further  reduce  the  budget  deficit. 

Although  the  President  recommended  elimination  of  the  exemption 
over  a 5-year  period,  the  Revenue  and  Expenditure  Control  Act  of 
1968  provided  that  this  be  accomplished  in  10  years,  according  to  the 
following  schedule. 
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Transitional  exemptions  from  current  payment  of  estimated  income  tax  for 
corporations^  1968  to  1977  and  later  years 


FIRST  5“YEAR  PERIOD 


Year  Exclusion  Exclusion  Transitional 

percentage  base  i exemption  2 


1968  80  $94,500  $75,600 

1969  60  94, 500  56, 700 

1970  40  94, 500  37, 800 

1971  20  94,500  18,900 

1972  5,500 


SECOND  6-YEAB  PERIOD 


Temporary 

Applicable  Exclusion  estimated 

percentage  base  tax 

exemption  2 


1973  80  $5,500  $4,400 

1974  60  5,500  3,300 

1975  40  5, 500  2, 200 

1976  20  5, 500  1, 100 

1977  and  later  years 0 


1 $100,000  less  $5,500  in  first  5-year  period. 

2 Payment  0!  estimated  tax  required  only  U estimated  tax  exceeds  exemptions  by  $40  br  more. 


In  effect,  during  the  first  5 years,  corporations  with  estimated  tax 
liabilities  less  than  $100,000  determine  the  amount  of  their  exemption 
from  current  payment  by  subtracting  $5,500  from  their  estimated 
tax  and  then  multiplying  the  remainder  by  the  percentage  correspond- 
ing to  the  tax  year;  corporations  with  estimated  tax  liabilities  of 
$100,000  or  more  may  exempt  the  amounts  indicated  in  the  schedule 
from  current  payment  b ysubtracting  $5,500  from  their  estimated 
corporations  may  exempt  the  scheduled  amounts  from  current  pay- 
ment. At  no  time  will  corporations  with  $40  or  less  of  estimated  tax  be 
required  to  make  quarterly  payments  currently ; this  equates  the  tax 
position  of  the  corporation  with  that  of  the  individual. 

The  act  also  raised  to  80  percent  the  percentage  of  estimated  tax 
(in  excess  of  the  exemption)  which  corporations  must  pay  currently 
to  avoid  payment  of  an  additional  tax  amounting  to  6 percent  per 
annum  on  the  amount  of  underpayment  each  quarter.  It  repealed  the 
requirement  that  a corporation  file  a declaration  of  estimated  tax 
when  making  its  quarterly  payment  since  the  initiation  of  tax  collec- 
tion through  depositary  banks  in  1967  made  the  filing  of  declarations 
unnecessary. 

Continuation  of  excise  taxes. — The  10-percent  tax  on  telephone 
service  and  the  7-percent  tax  on  passenger  automobiles  which  had  been 
scheduled  to  decline  to  1 and  2 percent,  respectively,  on  April  1, 1968, 
were  continued  through  December  31,  1969,  with  reductions  to  take 
place  on  January  1,  1970,  1971,  and  1972,  land  both  to  be  repealed  on 
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January  1, 1973.  ( A joint  congressional  resolution,  Public  Law  90-258, 
approved  April  13,  1968,  had  extended  the  existing  rates  through 
April  30,  1968.  Before  the  end  of  April  the  Internal  Kevenue  Service 
suggested  to  automobile  manufacturers  and  telephone  companies  that 
in  planning  for  the  period  following  April  30,  they  take  into  account 
the  pending  tax  bill  then  in  the  conference  committee  which  provided 
for  continuation  of  the  excises  at  existing  rates  until  January  1, 1970.) 

Revenue  ejfect—Th&  estimated  revenue  increase  from  the  surcharge, 
the  speedup  of  corporate  tax  payments,  and  the  excise  tax  extensions 
for  fiscal  years  1968  and  1969,  and  for  the  surcharge  a full-year  liaJbil- 
ity  at  1968  income  levels  is  indicated  in  the  following  ta-ble. 


Eaiimated  revenue  increases  from  tax  provisions  of  the  Revenue  and  Expenditure 

control  Act  of  1968 

(Id  billioDs] 


Fiscal  year 


1968  1969 

Excise  taxes,  extension  of  present  rates: 

Automobiles $0. 2 $1. 5 

Telephone  service .1  i.  2 

Total  excise  extension .3  2. 7 

Corporations  estimated  tax  payments  » .0  1. 0 

Surcharge;! 

Individuals .0  7.8 

Corporations .0  3.8 

Total  surcharge .0  11. 6 

Total  revenue  increase .3  15. 2 


! Assumes  enactment  of  this  bill  too  late  for  Treasury  receipts  to  reflect  much,  if  any,  increase  in  the  case 
of  the  Individual  or  corporate  income  tax  payments  in  the  fiscal  year  1908. 

Addendum-.— The  surcharge  would  provide  a full  year  liability  at  1908  income  levels,  as  follows: 

In  billions 


Individuals 1 $6.8 

Corporations 3. 4 

Total  10. 2 


Industrial  develofment  hands. — The  1968  act  also  provided  that 
interest  on  industrial  development  bond  issues  of  more  than  $1  million, 
issued  after  April  30, 1968,  would  be  subject  to  tax.^  A bond  is  classed 
as  an  industrial  development  bond  if  (1)  it  is  a part  of  a bond  issue  all 
or  a major  part  of  the  proceeds  of  which  are  to  be  used,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  any  trade  or  business  of  a person  other  than  an  exempt 
person,  and  (2)  it  is  in  whole  or  in  major  part  either  (a)  secured  by 
an  interest  in  property  used  in  a trade  or  business,  or  in  payments  made 
in  respect  of  such  property,  or  (b)  derived  from  payments  in  respect 
of  property  or  borrowed  money  used  (or  to  be  used)  in  a trade  or 
business. 


1 Under  an  amendment  to  Public  Law  90-634,  a $.5  million  e.':eniption  may  be  elected, 
provided  the  entire  cost  of  the  project  does  not  exceed  $5  million. 
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In  addition  to  the  exemption  for  bond  issues  of  $1  million  or  less,  the 
act  exempted  bonds  issued  by  a governmental  unit  to  provide  the 
following  facilities:  (1)  residential  real  property;  (2)  sports  facili- 
ties; (3)  facilities  for  a convention  or  trade  show ; (4)  airports,  docks, 
wharves,  mass  commuting  facilities,  parking  facilities,  or  facilities  for 
storage  or  training  directly  related  to  any  of  the  foregoing ; (5)  sewage 
or  solid  waste  disposal  facilities,  facilities  for  the  local  furnishing  of 
electric  energy,  gas,  or  water;  and  (6)  air  or  water  pollution  control 
facilities.  A special  exemption  also  was  provided  for  interest  on  a bond 
issued  as  part  of  an  issue  substantially  all  the  proceeds  of  which  are  to 
be  used  for  the  acquisition  or  development  of  land  as  the  site  for  an 
industrial  park. 

Other  toxic  'provisions. — Other  tax  provisions  of  the  act  were:  Exten- 
sion of  tax-exempt  status  to  certain  hospital  service  organizations,  a 
provision  regarding  timely  mailing  of  tax  deposits,  and  allowance  of  a 
deduction  for  expenses  for  advertising  in  a program  of  a political  con- 
vention held  to  nominate  candidates  for  President  and  Vice  President. 
(A  substantially  identical  provision  regarding  advertising  in  a conven- 
tion program  had  been  enacted  by  Public  Law  90-346,  approved  J une 
18,  1968.) 

The  act  also  provided  that  the  President  was  to  submit  to  Congress, 
no  later  than  December  31,  1968,  proposals  for  a comprehensive  re- 
form of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954. 

Title  II — Expenditure  and  Related  Controls 

In  addition  to  the  tax  measures,  the  Revenue  and  Expenditure  Con- 
trol Act  of  1968  required  a $6  billion  reduction  in  Federal  spending 
during  fiscal  year  1968  and  an  accompanying  reduction  in  Federal 
employment,  with  certain  agencies  and  programs  exempt  from  these 
limitations.  It  also  required  a reduction  of  $10  billion  in  proposed  new 
obligational  authority  shown  in  the  budget  for  fiscal  year  1969  and 
specific  recommendations  by  the  President  in  the  budget  message  for 
fiscal  year  1970  for  rescinding  $8  billion  of  carryover  obligational 
authority. 

Title  III — Social  Security  Amendments 

The  Revenue  and  Expenditure  Control  Act  of  1968  also  amended 
certain  provisions  of  the  Social  Security  Act  relating  to  the  program 
of  aid  to  dependent  children  and  Federal  matching  funds  for  medical 
assistance  (medicaid). 

The  tax  provisions  of  the  Social  Security  Act  had  been  revised 
earlier  in  the  fiscal  year  by  the  Social  Security  Amendments  of  1967, 
approved  January  3, 1968. 
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Social  Security  Amendments  of  1967 

In  'his  aid  for  the  aged  message  of  January  23, 1967,  the  President 
recommended  major  revisions  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  (For  a 
description  of  these  recommendations,  see  the  1967  annual  report, 
page  33.) 

H.K.  5710,  introduced  on  February  20, 1967,  incorporated  the  Presi- 
dent’s recommendations.  They  were  reformulated  in  H.R.  12080  which 
was  reported  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on  August  7,  1967. 

As  finally  approved  on  January  2, 1968,  the  Social  Security  Amend- 
ments of  1967  (Public  Law  90-248)  provided  an  increase  in  benefit 
payments  of  13  percent  for  all  beneficiaries.  The  amount  of  earnings 
subject  to  tax  and  creditable  toward  benefits  was  increased  from  $6,600 
to  $7,800,  effective  January  1,  1968.  The  amount  of  annual  earnings  a 
beneficiary  under  age  72  can  receive  without  having  his  benefits  re- 
duced was  increased  from  $1,500  to  $1,680.  For  earnings  between  $1,680 
and  $2,880,  $1  of  benefits  is  withheld  for  each  $2  of  earnings,  and  for 
earnings  above  $2,880,  $1  of  benefits  is  withheld  for  each  $1  of 
earnings. 

The  new  schedules  of  tax  rates  for  financing  social  security  and  hos- 
pital insurance  programs  are  shown  in  the  following  table. 


Tax  rates  provided  by  the  Social  Security  Amendments  of  1967 
[In  percent) 

EMPLOYER-EMPLOYEE,  EACH 


Period 


OASDI  Health  Total 
insurance 


1968 3.8  0.6  4.4 

1969-70 4.2  .0  4.8 

1971-72 - 4.6  .6  5.2 

1973-75 5. 0 . 65  5. 65 

1976-79 5. 0 .7  5. 7 

1980-86 5.0  .8  5.8 

1987  and  after 5. 0 .9  5. 9 


SELF-EMPLOYED 


1968 

1969-70... 

1971-72 

1973-75 

1976-79 

1980-86 

1987  and  after. 


5.8 
6.3 

6.9 
7.0 
7.0 
7.0 
7.0 


0.6 

.6 

.6 

.65 

.7 

.8 

.9 


6.4 
6.9 

7.5 
7.  65 

7.7 

7.8 

7.9 


Excise  taxes 

Trowel  twx. — In  his  statement  of  January  1, 1968,  on  the  balance  of 
payments  which  outlined  a program  of  action  to  reduce  the  balance-of- 
payments  deficit,  the  President  stated  the  objective  of  reducing  the 
foreign  travel  deficit  by  $500  million.^  On  February  5,  the  Secretary 

^ See  exhibit  12. 
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in  a statement  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  recommended 
a program  of  travel  taxation  and  customs  changes.^  The  tax  proposals 
were:  (1)  a permanent  extension  to  foreign  air  travel  of  the  5-percent 
tax  on  domestic  air  travel;  (2)  a temporary  5 -percent  tax  on  travel  by 
water  between  the  United  States  and  points  outside  the  Western 
Hemisphere;  and  (3)  a temporary  tax  on  expenditures  for  travel  out- 
side the  Western  Hemisphere,  exclusive  of  transportation  to  and 
from  the  United  States.  The  expenditure  tax  rates  suggested  were  15 
percent  for  expenditures  of  $7.01  to  $15  a day  per  person  and  30 
percent  on  the  excess  over  $15.  The  customs  proposals  would  have 
(1)  lowered  to  $10  the  duty-free  exemption  for  residents  returning 
to  the  United  States  from  countries  other  than  Canada,  Mexico,  and 
the  Caribbean  area;  and  (2)  imposed  a flat  rate  of  duty  on  articles 
brought  or  mailed  into  the  country  by  travelers  within  certain  mone- 
tary limits. 

H.R.  16241,  as  passed  by  the  House,  April  4, 1968,  included  only  the 
air  ticket  tax  and  customs  recommendations,  with  some  modifications. 

In  Senate  Finance  Committee  hearings  on  the  bill  on  June  25,  the 
Secretary  ^ suggested  certain  modifications  in  his  recommendations 
of  February  5,  the  most  important  of  which  would  have  limited  the 
tax  on  expenditures  abroad  to  expenditures  in  excess  of  $15  a day  (at 
the  previously  suggested  30-percent  rate).  No  further  action  was 
taken  by  the  Finance  Committee  on  the  recommendations. 

TTonsfortation  user  charges. — ^The  President  in  his  January  1968 
budget  message  repeated  prior  suggestions  for  new  and  increased  user 
charges  for  programs  in  which  the  services  provided  by  the  Federal 
Government  yield  direct  benefits  to  specific  individuals  and  businesses, 
notably  in  connection  with  Federal  aid  to  highways  and  Federal  ex- 
penditures for  the  airways  and  waterways  systems.  No  action  was 
taken  by  the  Congress  on  these  recommendations. 

Other  excise  legislation. — Public  Law  90-240,  approved  January  2, 
1968,  revised  the  method  of  computing  the  retail  price  of  a cigar  for 
purposes  of  determining  the  Federal  tax  in  cases  where  a State  or  local 
tax  was  imposed  on  cigars. 

Public  Law  90-351,  the  Omnibus  Crime  Control  and  Safe  Streets  Act 
of  1968,  approved  June  19, 1968,  repealed  the  Federal  Firearms  Act  and 
substituted  a new  set  of  firearms  control  provisions.  The  new  law 
raised  the  annual  fees  required  of  manufacturers,  importers,  and  dealers 
in  firearms  and  ammunition  and  gave  the  Department  of  the  Treasury 
responsibility  for  administration  and  enforcement  of  titles  IV  and  VII 
of  the  act  which  relate  to  possession,  sale,  transportation,  and  im- 


1 See  exhibit  37. 
= See  exhibit  25. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


34  li968  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 

portation  of  firearms.  The  Secretary  has  delegated  this  responsibility 
to  the  Internal  Eevenue  Service  (Alcohol  and  Tobacco  Division). 

Other  legislation 

Public  Law  90-225,  signed  by  the  President  on  December  27,  1967, 
amended  a variety  of  tax  law  provisions : 

(1)  Provisions  of  the  existing  law  that  accorded  tax-free  status  to 
distributions  of  assets  to  their  shareholders  by  corporations  classified 
as  bank  holding  companies  under  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1956  and  thus  required  to  divest  themselves  of  either  their  banking  or 
nonbanking  interests  were  extended  to  other  corporations  which  had 
been  subsequently  brought  within  the  scope  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com- 
pany Act  by  the  1966  amendments  to  that  act. 

(2)  Existing  law  regarding  the  carryback  of  unused  investment 
credits  was  amended  to  permit  the  full  3-year  carryback  of  credits  not 
used  during  a tax  year  by  a taxpayer  by  reason  of  his  having  incurred 
a subsequent  net  operating  loss. 

(3)  The  tax  treatment  of  distributions  of  stock  of  a controlled  cor- 
poration by  a life  insurance  company  to  its  parent  company  was  altered. 
Such  distributions  ,which  under  existing  law  would  have  resulted  in  an 
increase  in  the  taxable  income  of  the  distributing  life  insurance  com- 
pany, will  not  be  regarded  as  taxable  income  if  ( a)  both  the  distribut- 
ing corporation  and  the  controlled  company  are  controlled  by  the 
same  corporation  to  which  the  distribution  was  made,  and  (b)  the 
controlled  corporation  is  a life  insurance  company  of  which  the  dis- 
tributing corporation  has  been  in  control  at  all  times  since  December 
31, 1957. 

Public  Law  90-240  included  a provision  significantly  altering  the 
tax  treatment  of  mortgage  guaranty  insurance  companies.  Such  com- 
panies, which  engage  in  the  business  of  guaranteeing  holders  of  real 
estate  mortgages  against  loss,  are  customarily  required  by  State  regu- 
latory agencies  to  make  large  aimual  contributions  to  reserves  for 
contingency  losses  from  their  premium  incomes  and  to  maintain  those 
reserves  for  periods  frequently  exceeding  the  actual  duration  of  mort- 
gages guaranteed.  Under  provisions  of  Public  Law  90-240,  mortgage 
guaranty  insurance  companies  will  be  permitted  to  take  as  deductions 
in  determining  taxable  income  up  to  50  percent  of  annual  premiums 
earned,  provided  that  noninterest-bearing  Federal  bonds  equivalent 
to  the  amount  of  the  deduction  are  purchased.  In  subsequent  years, 
when  amounts  in  contingency  reserves  are  returned  to  income,  the 
bonds  may  be  used  to  pay  taxes  or  redeemed  for  cash. 
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Administration,  interpretation,  and  clarification  of  tax  laws 

During  the  fiscal  year  1968,  the  Treasury  Department  issued  28  final 
regulations,  three  temporary  regulations,  five  Executive  orders,  and  22 
notices  of  proposed  rulemaking,  relating  to  matters  other  than  alcohol 
and  tobacco  taxes.  In  addition,  the  Department  issued  six  final  regula- 
tions and  seven  notices  of  proposed  rulemaking  on  alcohol  and  tobacco 
tax  matters. 

Among  the  subjects  dealt  with  in  Treasury  decisions  published  dur- 
ing the  fiscal  year  were  the  allocation  of  income  and  deductions  among 
related  businesses,  the  treatment  of  income  from  an  unrelated  trade  or 
business  activity  of  an  exempt  organization,  interest  paid  on  indebted- 
ness incurred  or  continued  to  purchase  or  carry  tax-exempt  bonds, 
transfers  of  property  to  investment  companies  controlled  by  the  trans- 
ferors, nonresident  aliens  and  foreign  corporations  engaged  in  business 
in  the  United  States,  recapture  of  the  investment  credit  on  early  dispo- 
sition of  property,  and  the  allocation  of  Federal  income  tax  liability 
among  members  of  an  affiliated  group  filing  a consolidated  return,  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  their  respective  earnings  and  profits. 

Notices  of  proposed  rulemaking  still  pending  at  the  year’s  end  in- 
cluded those  relating  to  the  allocation  of  cost  of  investment  units,  social 
security  and  withholding  taxes  on  tips,  the  computation  of  percentage 
depletion,  the  so-called  cutoff  point  for  percentage  depletion,  the  deduc- 
tion for  dividends  received  from  an  affiliated  corporation,  interest  on 
certain  negotiable  certificates  of  deposit,  indirect  contributions  to 
political  parties,  and  the  allocation  of  service  income  and  deductions 
among  related  businesses. 

“Tax  expenditures” 

During  fiscal  year  1968  there  was  much  public  discussion  of  use  of 
tax  incentives  to  achieve  various  desirable  social  and  economic  objec- 
tives. The  present  Federal  tax  structure  contains  a large  number  of 
special  deductions,  credits,  exclusions,  and  exemptions  for  social  and 
economic  purposes.  Each  of  these  special  tax  provisions  reduces  Gov- 
ernment revenues  available  for  other  purposes,  much  as  do  increases  in 
direct  Government  expenditures.  In  most  cases,  direct  expenditures  or 
loan  programs  could  be  utilized  as  alternatives  for  achieving  the  same 
purpose  that  the  special  tax  provisions  are  designed  to  accomplish. 
Our  Federal  budget  as  presently  constituted,  however,  does  not  report 
those  tax  revenues  which  the  Government  does  not  collect  because 
income  subject  to  tax  is  reduced  by  these  special  provisions.  The  budget 
in  its  present  form  thus  understates  the  role  of  Federal  Governmeiit 
financial  influences  on  the  behavior  of  individuals  and  businesses  and 
on  income  distribution. 
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Treasury  officials  have  suggested  the  need  for  a full  accounting  for 
the  effects  of  these  tax  .benefit  provisions  which  are  expenditure  equiv- 
alents. Exhibit  29  discusses  “tax  expenditures”  and  for  the  first  time 
presents  an  explicit  accounting. 

International  tax  matters 

Legislation  amd  regulations. — ^The  Interest  Equalization  Tax  Exten- 
sion Act  of  1967  was  signed  by  the  President  on  July  31, 1967.  The  act 
is  described  on  page  38  of  the  1967  annual  report. 

In  April  1968  final  regulations  were  issued  under  section  482  (allo- 
cation of  income  between  related  companies),  covering  most  of  the 
areas  dealt  with  in  the  proposed  regulations  issued  in  August  1966.  One 
section,  dealing  with  the  valuation  of  services  was  reserved  and  new 
proposals  on  this  subject  were  published. 

Guidelines  were  developed  and  published  under  Internal  Kevenue 
Code  section  367.  The  section  requires  advance  clearance  by  the  Com- 
missioner of  Internal  Revenue  for  corporate  reorganizations  and  other 
adjustments  involving  foreign  corporations.  The  guidelines  set  forth 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Commissioner  may  grant  such 
clearances  and  will,  thus,  facilitate  tax  planning. 

Tear  treaties. — Income  tax  treaty  negotiations  were  initiated  with 
Finland  for  the  purpose  of  revising  and  updating  the  existing  treaty. 
Negotiations  were  held  with  Trinidad  and  Tobago  to  develop  a com- 
prehensive treaty  to  replace  the  abbreviated  interim  treaty  which  was 
signed  in  1966.  A new  income  tax  convention  with  France  was  signed 
in  July  1967  and  Sent  to  the  Senate  for  ratification.  It  was  ratified  in 
July  1968  and  came  into  effect  in  August  1968. 

Negotiations  were  held  with  Argentina  on  an  income  tax  treaty,  and 
exploratory  talks  were  conducted  with  Peru  and  Chile  with  a view 
toward  initiating  formal  income  tax  treaty  negotiations  in  the  near 
future.  Discussions  on  an  income  tax  treaty  with  Portugal  were  con- 
tinued during  the  year.  Discussions  were  held  with  France  to  consider 
the  discriminatory  aspects  of  the  French  treatment  of  dividends  paid 
to  U.S.  residents  investing  in  France  and  to  French  residents  investing 
in  the  United  States  arising  from  the  dividends  received  credit  granted 
by  France. 

In  July  1968,  at  the  same  time  that  the  French  treaty  was  ratified, 
the  Senate  ratified  the  treaties  with  Brazil  and  the  Philippines,  both 
with  reservations.  The  Senate  reserved  on  the  effective  date  of  the 
investment  credit  provision  in  the  Brazil  treaty  and  on  the  provision 
allowing  for  the  deduction  of  charitable  contributions  in  the  Brazil 
treaty  and  the  Philippine  treaty. 

Negotiations  were  begun  on  new  estate  tax  treaties  with  Sweden 
and  the  Netherlands,  and  agreement  was  reached  to  begin  negotiations 
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on  a new  estate  tax  treaty  with  France  during  fiscal  year  1969  and  a 
new  income  tax  treaty  with  Japan. 

International  organizations. — Treasury  representatives  participated 
in  the  Avork  of  the  Fiscal  Committee  of  the  Organization  for  Economic 
Cooperation  and  Development  (OECD) . During  the  course  of  the  year 
the  Committee  established  Avorking  parties  to  study  changes  in  the 
OECD’s  1963  draft  income  tax  conAmntion.  Discussions  Avere  held  on 
the  problem  of  the  allocation  of  profits  between  related  companies,  and 
the  Committee  initiated  the  preparation  of  an  analysis  of  the  provisions 
of  income  tax  treaties  between  industrial  countries  and  developing 
countries. 

Treasury  representatives  attended  the  second  General  Assembly  of 
the  Inter- American  Center  of  Tax  Administrators  in  Buenos  Aires, 
Argentina,  during  May  1968.  Various  aspects  of  tax  administration 
and  policy  were  discussed,  such  as  the  collection  and  use  of  information 
for  efficient  tax  management  and  administrative  implications  of  a 
common  market. 

A participating  agreement  with  the  Agency  for  International  De- 
velopment was  signed  in  April  1968  under  which  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, during  fiscal  year  1968  and  succeeding  years,  will  conduct  studies 
of  tax  policy  in  Latin  American  countries  to  identify  policy  problems 
and  make  recommendations  for  structural  reform  that  would  promote 
economic  development,  to  assist,  when  requested,  in  implementing  tax 
reform,  and  to  provide  training  services.  The  first  study,  of  the  Dom- 
inican Republic,  Avas  initiated  in  the  spring  of  1968. 

International  Financial  Affairs 

The  U.S.  balance  of  payments 

As  a result  of  the  increased  costs  of  the  Vietnam  Avar,  increased 
jArivate  capital  outflows,  and  increased  tourist  expenditures,  the  U.S. 
balance-of-payments  deficit  Avorsened  in  the  second  half  of  calendar 
year  1967.  In  the  third  quarter  of  the  year  the  deficit,  on  a seasonally 
adjusted  liquidity  basis,  was  $802  million.  This  represented  an  increase 
of  $280  million  from  the  $522  million  deficit  registered  in  the  second 
quarter  of  calendar  year  1967.  For  the  first  9 months  of  1967  the 
liquidity  deficit,  seasonally  adjusted,  was  $1,829  million  as  compared 
to  a deficit  of  $1,024  million  for  the  corresponding  period  of  1966. 

In  the  fourth  quarter  of  1967  the  deterioration  in  the  U.S.  balance 
of  payments  that  had  started  earlier  in  the  year  worsened  sharply. 
The  fourth  quarter  liquidity  deficit,  after  adjustments  for  seasonal 
variations  was  $1,742  million,  more  than  twice  the  seasonally  adjusted 
figure  for  the  third  quarter.  For  calendar  year  1967  as  a whole,  the 
liquidity  deficit  was  $3,671  million,  which  was  $2,214  million  higher 
than  the  liquidity  deficit  of  $1,357  million  in  1966. 
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The  fourth  quarter  balance  measured  on  the  olScial  reserve  transac- 
tions basis  was  adverse  by  $1,082  million,  which  was  a $1,329  million 
deterioration  from  the  $247  million  surplus  of  the  third  quarter.  For 
1967  as  a whole,  the  balance  of  payments  on  the  official  reserve  trans- 
actions basis  was  adverse  by  $3,405  million  which  represented  a $3,671 
million  change  from  the  $266  million  surplus  in  1966. 

Against  the  background  of  the  persistent  deficit  in  the  U.S.  balance 
of  payments,  the  British  devaluation  of  sterling  in  November  1967 
resulted  in  a general  weakening  of  confidence  in  currencies  and  a bui’st 
of  speculative  gold  buying.  The  U.S.  gold  reserve  declined  by  $920 
million  in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1967.  Although  the  gold  speculation 
was  effectively  counteracted  with  the  cooperation  of  most  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Gold  Pool,  it  was  quite  clear  that  this  speculative  buying 
presented  a threat  to  the  stability  of  the  dollar  and  to  the  international 
monetary  system  as  a whole. 

In  response  to  the  occurrences  in  the  latter  part  of  1967,  President 
Jolmson  amiormoed  on  January  1,  1968,  a ooinprehmsiv©  balance-of- 
payments  program  aimed  at  substantially  reducing  the  U.S.  balanc6- 
of-payments  deficit  and  reestablishing  confidence  in  the  international 
monetary  system'  The  Presidential  statement  of  Januai’y  1 I'eemiDha- 
sized'  the  need  for  congressional  action  on  the  anti-inflationary  tax 
proposal  of  the  Administration  and  urged  American  business  and 
labor  to  take  the  steps  necessary  to  maintain  price  and  wage  stability 
in  tire  United  States  in  order  to  insure  the  competitiveness  of  our  goods 
in  the  world’s  mai'kets.  In  addition  to  the  steps  required  to  streirgthen 
the  U.S.  economy,  the  January  1968  balance-of-payments,  program 
contained  a combination  of  temporary  and  long  term  measures  de- 
signed to  improve  substantially  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  in  1968. 
The  temporary  measures  announced  included : 

(1)  A mandatory  program  to  limit  U.S.  direct  investment  abroad. 

(2)  A tightening  of  the  Federal  Keserve  Board  program  restrain- 
ing foreign  lending  by  banks  and  other  financial  institutions. 

(3)  A Presidential  appeal  to  defer  for  2 years  all  nonessential  travel 
outside  the  Western  Hemisphere  as  well  as  a proi^osal  for  legislation 
designed  to  reduce'  the  U.S.  travel  deficit. 

(4)  A variety  of  steps  designed  to  neutralize  the  foreign  exchange 
costs  of  maintaining  our  troops  abroad  aaid  measures  designed  tO'  re- 
duce the  foreign  exchange  costs  of  the  Government’s  overseas 
operations. 

In  addition,  the  January  1,  1968,  balance-of-payments  program 
contained  measures  aimed  at  improving  the  long  term  strength  of  the 
U.S.  balance-of-payments  position  by : 

(1)  increasing  exports  by  improving  export  financing  via  a $500 
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million  export  expansion  facility,  impTOved  export  insurance  and 
guarantees,  and  a liberalized  discount  facility; 

(2)  increasing  the  access  of  U.S.  goods  to  foreign  markets  by  re- 
ducing nontariff  'barriers ; and 

(3)  continued  programs  to  encourage  foreign  investment  and  travel 
in  the  United  States. 

The  baliance  of  payments  in  the  first  two  quarters  of  1968  showed 
substantial  improvement.  The  seasonally  adjusted  liquidity  deficit 
for  the  first  quarter  was  $660  million  compared  with  the  $1,742  mil- 
lion deficit  in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1967,  and  the  nearly  $900  million 
quarterly  average  in  1967.  The  seasonally  adjusted  balance  for  the 
second  quarter  of  1968  showed  further  improvement,  ending  in  a 
deficit  of  about  $170  million.  Even  greater  progress  was  shown  in  the 
balance  of  payments  on  the  official  reserve  transactions  basis.  On  this 
measure  the  second  quarter  showed  a surplus  of  $1,459  million  sea- 
sonally adjusted,  a large  swing  from  the  $535  million  deficit  for  the 
first  quarter  of  1968.  For  the  6-month  period  the  official  reserve  trans- 
actions basis  showed  a surplus  of  $924  million  compared  with  a deficit 
in  the  first  6 months  of  1967  of  $2,570  million,  and  a deficit  in  the 
second  half  of  1967  of  $835  million. 

Progress  in  the  first  half  of  1968  occurred  despite  continued  deterio- 
ration in  the  merchandise  trade  account.  The  unfavorable  trend  in  the 
trade  balance  was  partially  offset  by  reductions  in  private  capital  out- 
flows as  both  bank  lending  to  foreign  borrowers  and  direct  investment 
capital  outflows  declined.  Substantially  increased  foreign  purchases 
of  U.S.  securities,  both  private  and  Goverment,  also  contributed  to 
the  favorable  residts  in  the  first  half  of  1968. 

Foreign  exchange  operations ' 

The  international  monetary  system  experienced  intense  and  often 
prolonged  pressures  during  the  fiscal  year  and  the  cooperative  arrange- 
ments which  had  been  built  up  over  a number  of  years  by  the  major 
industrial  countries  were  put  to  a severe  but  quite  successful  test.  Early 
in  the  period  financial  markets  were  uneasy  following  the  Middle  East 
crisis,  although  official  operations  had  successfully  contained  the  effects 
of  the  flows  of  funds.  Meanwhile,  long-range  plans  for  strengthening 
the  international  monetary  system  by  the  creation  of  Special  Drawing 
Eights  in  the  IMF  were  being  successfully  negotiated.  More  immedi- 
ately, however,  pressure  on  sterling  became  progressively  more  intense, 
reaching  a climax  in  November,  and  resulted  in  the  devaluation  of  ster- 
ling on  November  18, 1967. 

3 Detailed  reports  on  Treasury  and  Federal  Reserve  foreign  exchange  operations  are 
contained  in  the  March  and  September  issues  of  the  “Federal  Reserve  Bulletin”  and  the 
“Monthly  Review”  of  the  New  York  Federal  Reserve  Bank. 
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As  had  been  anticipated,  this  resulted  in  massive  speculative  buying 
on  the  London  gold  market,  even  though  firm  and  concerted  action 
among  the  major  industrial  countries  successfully  avoided  any  change 
in  the  parity  of  other  major  currencies.  At  the  same  time  the  U.S.  bal- 
ance-of-payments  position  also  deteriorated  seriously,  adding  to  ex- 
change market  pressures  and  necessitating  a strong  new  program  which 
was  announced  by  President  Johnson  on  New  Year’s  Day.^  In  Janu- 
ary the  Canadian  dollar  experienced  a short  lived  attack  resulting  in 
large  part  from  an  exaggerated  impression  in  the  market  of  the  prob- 
able elTect  on  Canada  of  the  new  U.S.  balance-of-payments  program. 
This  attack  stopped — and  capital  flows  commenced  to  reverse  them- 
selves— with  the  exclusion  on  March  7,  1968,  of  Canada  from  the 
balance-of-payments  program. 

There  was  a recurrence  of  massive  speculative  buying  of  gold  in 
March  which  drained  gold  from  monetary  reserves  into  private  gold 
hoardes  and  which  culminated  in  the  Washington  communique,®  an 
agreement  by  the  active  members  of  the  Gold  Pool  to  insulate  gold 
reserves  from  market  influences  through  creation  of  the  two-tier  gold 
system.  After  a brief  lull  in  the  gold  and  exchange  markets,  the  out- 
break of  student  rioting  and  labor  strikes  in  France  in  late  May  turned 
speculative  pressure  on  the  French  franc. 

Prompt  and  coordinated  international  action  was  effective  in  deal- 
ing with  each  of  these  crises.  By  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  the  gold  and 
foreign  exchange  markets  had  settled  down  to  orderly  trading  in  a 
reasonably  calm  atmosphere,  although  the  French  situation  had  not 
fully  stabilized.  Major  operations  are  summarized  in  the  following 
paragraphs. 

Strenuous  and  successful  efforts  had  been  made  to  defend  the 
$2.80  parity  of  sterling  during  three  rather  turbulent  years,  but  at  the 
same  time  there  bad  been  contingency  planning  on  measures  that 
would  be  required  in  the  event  of  a devaluation.  These  were  aimed  at 
preventing  the  spread  of  devaluation  to  other  major  currencies,  avoid- 
ing a serious  disruption  of  trade  and  payments  globally  and  protecting 
the  international  monetary  system.  The  Treasury  Department,  work- 
ing closely  with  the  Federal  Reserve  and  other  agencies,  based  its 
actions  on  a firm  reiteration  of  its  policy  to.  maintain  the  official 
parity  of  the  dollar  at  $35  per  ounce  of  gold,  to  participate  with  other 
monetary  authorities  in  providing  emergency  credit  facilities  and 
other  foreign  exchange  operations  to  the  extent  needed  to  counteract 
any  speculative  attack,  and  through  consultation  with  other  major 
countries  to  proAude  assurance  that  other  major  currenc}^  rates  avouIcI 
remain  stalble. 

' See  exhibit  12. 

^ See  exhibit  39.  .......  ....  
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At  the  time  of  the  devaluation  of  sterling  the  Bank  of  England  had 
utilized  the  credit  f acilities  provided  by  the  Treasury  and  the  Federal 
Reserve  System.  Shortly  thereafter,  the  United  Kingdom  entered  into 
negotiations  for  a $1.4  billion  standby  arrangement  with  the  Inter- 
national Monetary  Fund,  which  included  the  provision  of  $250  million 
in  U.S.  dollars  by  the  Treasury.  In  addition,  the  United  Kingdom 
obtained  $1.5  billion  of  short  term  credit  facilities  provided  collec- 
tively by  the  U.S.  Treasury,  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  the  Bank  for 
Intemational  Settlements,  and  other  central  banks.  These  facilities, 
including  increases  in  the  Federal  Reserve  swap  network  and  U.S. 
Treasury  credits,  were  augmented  at  the  time  of  the  decision  by  the 
Gold  Pool  to  cease  support  of  the  private  gold  markets.  In  June  1968, 
the  United  Kingdom  drew  the  full  $1.4  billion  available  under  the 
standby  credit  with  the  IMF,  to  repay  mucli  of  its  outstanding  short 
term  indebtedness. 

The  Canadian  dollar  came  under  speculative  attack  during  the  win- 
ter months  of  1968.  Because  of  the  devaluation  of  sterling  and  the 
gold  rush  there  was  an  extremely  nervous  atmosphere  in  the  markets, 
and  there  were  fears  that  the  new  U.S.  balance-of-payments  program 
would  adversely  affect  Canadian  access  to  the  U.S.  capital  market. 
To  bolster  its  reserves,  Canada  drew  from  the  International  Monetary 
Fund  and  from  the  Federal  Reserve  swap  facility.  In  addition,  new 
international  credits  were  provided  by  the  Export- Import  Bank  and 
European  central  banks.  Finally,  after  consultations  with  the  Cana- 
dian authorities.  Secretary  Fowler  informed  the  Canadian  Finance 
Minister  that  the  United  States  would  grant  Canada  a complete  ex- 
emption from  the  restraints  on  capital  flows  in  the  new  balance-of- 
payments  program.  In  turn,  the  Canadian  Minister  assured  the  United 
States  Government  that  this  exemption  would  in  no  way  impair  the 
effeotiveness  of  the  U.S.  program.  In  addition,  he  announced  the 
intention  of  investing  Canada’s  holdings  of  U.S.  dollars,  apart  from 
working  balances,  in  U.S.  Government  securities  which  do  not  con- 
stitute a liquid  claim  on  the  United  States.  Taken  together,  these  meas- 
ures assisted  in  stabilizing  the  value  of  the  Canadian  dollar  in  the 
market,  Canadian  reserves  began  to  increase,  and  its  short  term 
indebtedness  was  repaid. 

In  May,  a strong  speculative  outbreak  occurred  against  the  French 
franc  which  continued  through  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year.  The  cost 
of  official  support  for  the  franc  in  May  and  June  came  to  $1.5  billion. 
Part  of  this  reserve  loss  took  the  form  of  gold  sales  by  the  French 
authorities  to  replenish  dollar  balances,  including  $220  million  of 
gold  sold  to  the  U.S.  Treasury,  and  the  balance  was  financed  by  the 
utilization  of  French  drawing  rights  on  the  Intemational  Monetary 
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Fund  of  which  $150  million  was  provided  by  the  Treasury  in  U.S. 
dollars.  France  also  drew  the  $100  million  available  under  its  swapline 
with  the  F ederal  Reserve. 

During  the  fiscal  year  the  Treasury  issued  foreign  currency  securi- 
ties to  assist  in  the  liquidation  of  short  term  obligations,  to  finance 
other  foreign  exchange  operations,  and  in  connection  with  the  neu- 
tralization of  military  expenditures  abroad,  primarily  in  Germany. 
On  June  30,  1968^  Treasury  securities  denominated  in  foreign  curren- 
cies amounted  to  $1,740.4  million  equivalent  compared  with  $890.4  mil- 
lion on  June  30,  |1967.  Apart  from  the  issuance  of  foreign  currency 
securities,  the  Treasury  also  obtained  foreign  currencies  in  connection 
with  drawings  on  the  IMF  by  Canada,  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
F ranee.  On  March  8 the  United  States  itself  drew  $200  million  equi- 
valent of  continental  European  currencies  from  the  IMF  ^ to 
assist  further  in  liquidating  outstanding  short  term  commitments 
in  foreign  countries. 

The  U.S.  reserve  position  in  the  Fund  increased  during  the  fiscal 
year  from  $367  million  at  the  end  of  June  1967  to  $903  million  at  the 
end  of  June  1968 — despite  the  drawing  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States — because  of  the  relatively  large  drawings  of  dollars  by  other 
countries,  primarily  the  United  Kingdom,  France,  and  Canada. 

U.S.  participation  in  the  Gold  Pool  resulted  in  heavy  gold  sales 
through  the  London  Market  until  March  1968.  Gold  purchases  by 
some  foreign  central  banks  were  also  stimulated  by  the  sterling  de- 
valuation and  the  gold  market  tension,  but  by  the  end  of  the  fiscal 
year  the  volume  of  these  purchases  was  decreasing.  Details  of  net 
gold  sales  and  purchases  are  contained  in  the  Statistical  Appendix. 

Treasury  exchange  and  stabilization  agreements 

During  the  fiscal  year  1968  exchange  agreements  were  in  effect  with 
Argentina,  Mexico,  Nicaragua,  and  Venezuela.  On  December  31,  1967, 
the  Treasury  and  the  Bank  of  Mexico  renewed  their  $100  million  ex- 
change agreement  for  2 years.  The  Treasury  and  the  Central  Bank  of 
Nicaragua  entered  into  a 1 year  $4,750  million  agreement  on  March  4, 
1968.  A new  2 year  agreement  with  Venezuela  for  $50  million  was 
signed  on  March  18,  1968.  In  addition,  the  Argentine  agreement  ex- 
pired on  May  2,  1968,  and  a new  1 year  agreement  was  signed,  simul- 
taneously with  the'  expiration,  in  the  amount  of  $75  million.^ 

Treasury  foreign  exchange  reporting  system 

A number  of  steps  were  taken  during  the  year  to  improve  the  Treas- 
ury foreign  exchange  reporting  system,  which  covers  capital  movements 


1 See  exhibit  60. 

“ See  exhibits  57,  59,  61,  and  62. 
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between  the  United  States  and  foreign  countries.  Instructions  were  is- 
sued to  reporting  banks  clarifying  the  reporting  of  bankers’  acceptances 
and  deferred  payment  letters  of  credit.  A suiwey  was  taken  of  the  types 
of  items,  other  than  deposits  and  Government  obligations,  included 
in  the  reports  of  short  term  banking  liabilities  to  foreigners.  Because  of 
the  increase  in  recent  years  in  brokerage  balances  in  the  United  States 
and  abroad,  reports  of  such  balances  were  required  quarterly,  begin- 
ning March  31,  rather  than  semiannually.  Further  study  was  made  of 
the  reporting  of  securities  transactions  by  mutual  funds  with 
foreigners. 

Data  on  banking  liabilities  to,  and  claims  on,  foreigners  for  the 
period  1957  to  the  end  of  fiscal  1968.  were  put  on  magnetic  tape  to  fa- 
cilitate their  use  for  analytical  purposes.  An  amendment  to  the  Treas- 
ury Regulations  was  issued  permitting  reporting  institutions  to  file 
their  reports  on  punch  cards,  magnetic  tape,  or  other  machine-readable 
media  instead  of  on  the  regular  report  forms. 

International  monetary  system 

The  negotiations  on  an  agreement  for  strengthening  the  interna- 
tional monetary  system  through  the  creation  of  the  Special  Drawing 
Rights  facility  reached  a successful  climax  in  fiscal  1968.  The  final 
plan  is  the  work  of  the  Group  of  Ten  industrial  countries  (Belgium, 
Canada,  France,  Germany,  Italy,  Japan,  the  Netherlands,  Sweden,  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  United  S’tates)  and  the  International  Mone- 
tary Fund.  In  a series  of  four  joint  meetings  between  the  Deputies  of 
the  Group  of  Ten  and  the  Executive  Directors  of  the  Fund  during 
fiscal  1967,  a draft  outline  of  a plan  was  produced.^ 

The  draft  outline  left  several  issues  unresolved.  These  concerned  the 
method  of  decisionmaking  regarding  the  timing  and  amounts  of  the 
new  asset  to  be  created,  the  mode  of  transfer  of  the  asset  between 
countries,  and  the  requirements  for  reconstitution  of  balances  of  the 
asset  following  its  use.  These  issues  were  considered  and  resolved  by 
the  Ministers  and  Governors  of  the  Group  of  Ten  in  two  meetings  held 
in  London  in  July  and  August  1967,  The  Group  of  Ten  at  these  meet- 
ings also  agreed  that  a review  of  the  rules  and  practices  of  the  Fund 
since  its  inception  should  proceed  in  the  Fund,  in  parallel  with  the 
development  of  the  plan  for  a Special  DraAving  Rights  facility.^  The 
U.S.  delegation  to  these  meetings  was  headed  by  Secretary  Fowler. 

The  Outline  Plan  for  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  facility  was 
presented  to  the  Governors  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund  at  its 
annual  meeting  in  September,  Avhere  it  Avas  strongly  supported  and 
approved  by  the  Governors  Avithout  dissent.  The  Fund  Governors  also 


' See  1967  anuual  report,  pp.  42-44. 
“ See  exhibit  30. 
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noted  the  studies  on  possible  improvements  in  the  rules  and  practices 
of  the  Fund.  They  instructed  the  Executive  Directors  to  submit  re- 
ports by  March  31, 1968,  proposing  amendments  to  the  Fund’s  Articles 
of  Agreement  and  Byla^vs,  (a)  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  the 
Special  Drawing  Rights  facility,  and  (b)  as  required  to  give  effect 
to  those  modifications  in  the  present  rules  and  practices  of  the  Fund 
that  the  Executive  Directors  might  recommend. 

In  the  spring  of  1967,  the  Monetary  Committee  of  the  European 
Economic  Comniunity  had  put  forward  in  the  F und  several  proposals 
which  would  require  amendments  to  the  Fund’s  Articles  of  Agreement 
beyond  those  required  for  the  introduction  of  the  Spexjial  Drawing 
Rights  facility.  These  proposals  called  for  some  changes  in  the  use 
of  the  Fund’s  regular  credit  facilities  and  in  the  procedures  for  taking 
certain  decisions  in  the  Fund.  It  was  also  proposed  that  the  uncondi- 
tional availability  of  the  gold  tranche  segment  of  Fund  drawings  be 
clarified  in  order  that  these  drawings  could  qualify  as  d&  jure  as  well 
as  de  facto  reserves.  Finally  the  EEC  members  felt  that  approval  of 
future  increases  in  IMF  quotas  should  be  subject  to  a weighted  vote  of 
85  percent  instead  of  80  percent. 

The  Executive  Directors  soon  began  intensive  meetings  to  turn  the 
Outline  Plan  and  the  recommendations  for  Fund  reform  into  the  form 
of  amendments,  but  by  early  March,  it  became  apparent  that  the 
Executive  Directors  could  not  resolve  all  the  issues  and  that  another 
^Ministerial  meeting  would  be  required.  The  Outline  Plan  itself  did 
not  fully  resolve  certain  issues,  among  these  being  the  question  of 
“opting  out”,  whereby  a participant  might  elect  not  to  accept  alloca- 
tions arising  from  particular  decisions  to  create  Special  Drawing 
Rights,  and  the  use  of  SDR’s  in  transactions  between  member  coun- 
tries and  the  General  Account  of  the  Fund  itself.  Other  problems  re- 
garding the  Special  Drawing  Rights  facility  that  had  to  be  referred 
to  the  Ministers  and  Governors  concerned  rules  regarding  obligations 
to  acquire  and  hold  SDR’s,  provisions  for  voluntary  transfei's  of  SDR’s 
between  participants,  and  prerequisites  for  activation  of  the  Special 
Drawing  Rights  facility.  In  addition,  several  of  the  proposals  for 
Fund  reform  had  raised  issues  that  could  not  be  settled  by  the  Fund’s 
Executive  Directors.  These  included  the  size  of  the  weighted  vote 
necessary  to  approve  quota  increases  and  a uniform  change  in  jDar 
values  plus  the  consequent  problem  of  the  maintenance  of  value 
of  the  Fund’s  assets.  A third  problem  dealt  with  the  question  of 
interpretation  of  the  Fund’s  rules.  Meeting  in  Stockholm  on  March 
29-30, 1968,  the  Ministers  and  Governors  of  the  Group  of  Ten  resolved 
these  issues  to  the’satisfaction  of  all  except  the  French  delegation.  The 
French  Minister  maintained  that  the  amendments  went  beyond  the 
provisions  of  the  Draft  Outline  and  reserved  his  position  until  he 
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saw  the  final  texts.^  The  Fund  Executive  Directors  were  then  able  to 
complete  their  work.  On  April  16,  1968,  the  text  of  a resolution  was 
agreed  for  submission  to  the  Governors  of  the  Fund  for  their  approval 
by  May  31, 1968. 

After  consultation  with  the  National  Advisory  Council  on  Inter- 
national Monetary  and  Financial  Policies,  the  Secretary,  acting  as 
U.S.  Governor,  notified  the  Fund  of  U.S.  approval  of  the  resolution. 
The  necessary  approval  by  a large  majority  of  the  Fund  Governors 
was  obtained  for  the  Resolution  and  the  Proposed  Amendment  was 
transmitted  to  all  members  for  their  formal  acceptance  and  certifica- 
tion of  readiness  to  participate  in  the  new  facility.  The  Proposed 
Amendment  will  enter  into  force  for  all  members  when  three-fifths  of 
the  members,  having  four-fifths  of  the  total  voting  power,  have  ac- 
cepted the  modifications.  For  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  facility  to 
be  established,  it  is  also  necessary  that  members  representing  75  per- 
cent of  the  Fund’s  quota  certify  to  the  Fund  that  they  have  taken  all 
necessary  steps  to  enable  them  to  carry  out  the  obligations  of  a 
paa^ticipant. 

On  April  26,  1968,  the  Secretary  transmitted  to  Congress  the  Na- 
tional Advisory  Council’s  “Special  Report  on  the  Proposed  Establish- 
ment of  a Facility  Based  on  Special  Drawing  Rights  in  the  Interna- 
tional Monetary  Fund  and  Modifications  in  the  Rules  and  Practices 
of  the  Fund”  recommending  approval  of  the  Proposed  Amendment. 
President  Johnson  addressed  a message  to  the  Congress  on  April  30, 
1968,  entitled  “Strengthening  the  International  Monetary  System” 
and  on  May  1,  the  Secretary  testified  before  the  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee  of  the  Plouse  of  Representatives  in  favor  of  the  bill.^  The 
full  House  approved  the  bill  authorizing  U.S.  participation  in  the 
Special  Drawing  Rights  Plan  on  May  10, 1968.  The  bill  was  reported 
out  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  subsequently 
approved  by  the  full  Senate  on  June  6, 1968.  President  Johnson  signed 
the  bill  (Public  Law  90-349)  on  June  19,  1968.’  The  U.S.  acceptance 
of  the  Proposed  Amendment  and  certification  of  participation  were 
then  transmitted  to  the  Fund.  The  United  States  was  the  first  Fund 
member  to  complete  both  steps. 

During  these  final  months  of  negotiation  leading  to  agreement  on 
the  Special  Drawing  Rights  facility,  the  international  monetary  sys- 
tem was  placed  under  severe  pressure  by  the  devaluation  of  the  pound 
sterling  on  November  18,  1967,  and  the  subsequent  heavy  speculative 
activity  in  the  gold  and  foreign  exchange  markets.  Large  amoimts  of 
gold  were  being  purchased  in  London  by  foreign  holders  of  dollars 
and  other  currencies.  Gold  from  new  production  was  not  enough  to 


* See  exhibit  41. 
2 See  exhibit  44. 
“ See  exhibit  45. 
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fill  all  the  orders  and  demand  was  being  met  in  large  part  from  the 
gold  reserves  of  the  active  members  of  the  Gold  Pool  (Belgium,  Ger- 
many, Ital}',  Netherlands,  United  Kingdom,  United  States — France 
withdrew  from  active  memibership  in  the  Pool  in  June  1967) . Tire  Gold 
Pool  which,  had  been  organized  m 1962,  had,  succeeded  in  stabilizing 
the  price  of  gold  on  the  London  market  without  any  appreciable 
drain  of  monetary  reserves  until  the  latter  part  of  1967. 

The  active  members  of  the  Gold  Pool  met  in  Frankfurt,  Germany, 
on  November  26,  1967,  and  issued  a statement  intended  to  discourage 
speculative  demand.^  The  calming  effect  proved  only  temporary.. and 
heavy  demand  developed  once  more  in  December  1967.  By  mid- ■ 
March,  it  was  apparent  that  meeting  private  demand  was  likely  to- 
become  more  and  more  costly  in  terms  of  reserve  losses.  Furthermore, 
the  conversion  of  liquid  assets  by  private  holders  into  gold  was  a 
serious  strain  on  international  credit  markets.  Credit  in  foreign  mar- 
kets was  tightening  and  interest  rates  weie  clinibing  at  a rapid  rkte. 
The  world  faced  the  possibility  of  a severe  financial  disturbance. 

In  this  same  period,  the  Administration  moved  to  eliminate  the 
remaining  gold  cover  requirements  for  Federal  Reserve  notes  and . 
U.S.  notes  and  Treasury  notes  of  1890,  proposing  legislation  fo  this 
effect  in  January  1968.  The  Administration’s  action  reflected  both, 
domestic  and  international  considerations.  On  the  domestic  side,  the 
demand  for  currency  was  rising  about  $2  billion  per  year.  This  dic- 
tated that  an  additional  $500  million  in  gold  be  set  aside  each  year  to . 
satisfy  the  gold  reserve  requirements.  In  addition  to  this,  industrial 
gold  consumption;  was  taking  some  $160  million  per  year.  On  the 
international  side,:  it  was  felt  that  the  strong  speculative  pressure  in 
the  London  gold  market  reflected  a feeling  that  the  U.S.  stock  of  ‘Ifree 
gold” — that  amount  of  gold,  above  the  gold  needed  to  meet  reserve 
requirements — would  soon  be  exhausted.  . 

Secretary  Fowler  testified  in  favor  of  the  bill  before  the  House 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee  on  January  23,  and  the  Senate 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee  on  January  30.^  On  February  21, 
1968,  the  bill,  H.R.  14743,  passed  the  House  , and  on  March  14,  the 
Senate  approved  the  House-passed  version.  The  President  signed  the 
bill  into  Public  Law  90-269  on  March  18, 1968. 

Against  this  background,  the  Governors  of  the  Central;  Banks  repre- 
sented in  the  Gold  Pool  were  invited  by  the  Secretary  and  Mr.  Martin, 
Chairman  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  to  meet  in  Washington  on,, 
March  16-17,  under  the  chairmanship  of  Mr.  Martin.JThey  decided 
to  adopt  a new  approach  to  the  gold  problem.  This  took  the  form  of 


^ See  exhibit  34. 
^ See  exhibit  12. 
® See  extiibit  38. 
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the  so-called  two-tiered  gold  system  under  which  the  private  commod- 
ity price  of  gold  is  permitted  to  fluctuate  without  official  intervention 
while  the  official  price  and  role  of  monetary  gold  remains  unchanged 
in  transactions  between  monetary  authorities.  The  participants  agreed 
that  they  would  no  longer  supply  gold  to  the  London  market  and  that 
“in  view  of  the  prospective,  establishment  of  the  facility  for  Special 
Drawing  Rights,  they  no  longer  feel  it  necessary  to  buy  gold  from  the 
market.”  ^ The  Managing  Director  of  the  International  Monetary 
Fund  issued  a statement  immediately  following  the  March  16-17  meet- 
ing in  which  he  voiced  the  Fund’s  approval  of  the  agreement  reached 
and  called  upon  all  countries  belonging  to  the  Fund  to  conduct  gold 
transactions  in  a manner  consistent  with  the  agreement.^ 

International  Monetary  Fund  “ 

The  main  developments  during  the  fiscal  year,  i.e.,  the  adoption  of 
the  plan  for  a facility  based  on  Special  Drawing  Rights  in  the  Fund,^ 
the  devaluation  of  sterling  and  other  currencies  in  November  1967,  and 
the  institution  of  a trvo-tier  price  system  for  gold,  have  been  discussed 
in  detail  above.  Other  developments  included  a record  use  of  Fund 
resources  by  member  countries,  including  a large  increase  in  resort  to 
the  facility  for  compensatory  financing  of  export  fluctuations.  The 
Fund,  along  with  the  International  Bank,  was  actively  engaged  at  the 
close  of  the  fiscal  year  in  preparing  a study  on  the  stabilization  of 
prices  of  primary  products,  in  response  to  resolutions  adopted  at  the 
1967  annual  meetings  in  Rio  de  Janeiro. 

• During  fiscal  1968  the  Fund’s  currency  sales  (drawings)  aggregated 
the  equivalent  of  $3.7  billion,  the  largest  in  any  fiscal  year  since  the 
inception  of  the  Fund.  The  three  main  transactions  involved  the 
United  Kingdom  ($1.4  billion),  France  ($885  million),  and  Canada 
($426  million) The  chief  currencies  clraAvn  were  Deutsche  Mark  ($873 
million),  U.S.  dollars  ($752  million),  and  Italian  lire  ($497  million). 
Repurchases  during  the  year  aggregated  $812  million,  all  in  currencies 
other  than  the  dollar.  F rom  the  beginning  of  operations  to  J une  30, 
1968,  cumulative  drawings  w-ere  the  equivalent  of  $17.1  billion,  of 
which  $5.9  billion  was  in  dollars.  Repurchases  to  June  30,  1968,  ag- 
gregated $7.9  billion,  of  which  $3.6  billion  Avas  in  dollars. 

1 See  ex'Mbit  39. 

2 See  exhibit  40. 

Fuller  discussions  of  the  activities  of  the  Internaitional  Monetariy  Funid  and  the  other 
international  financial  organizations  are  included  in-  the  National  Advisory  Council’s  Annual 
Report  for  the  fiscal  year  1968. 

^ Considieration  of  the  Outline  Plan  for  the  facility  was  the  principal  business  of  the  1967- 
annual  meeting.  See  exhibit  32  for  statement  by  Secretary  Fowler  as  Governor  for  the. 
United  States.  The  U.S.  Delegation  included  Under  Secretary  of  State  Rostow  (alternate^ 
Governor),  Treasury  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  Deming,  U.S.  Executive  Direc:' 
tor  of  the  IMF  Dale,  and  U.S.  Executive  Director  of  the  IBRD  Merchant  as  Temporary/ 
Alternate  Governors.  Members  of  the  National  Advisory  Council  and  congressional  com- 
mittee members  served  as  advisers. 

^ These  figures  inelude'the  Fund’s  repayments  of  its  1965  borrowings  from  France  ($140 
million)  and  Canada  ($35  million) . 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


48  1968  REPORT  OP  THE  SECRETARY  OP  THE  TREASURY 

A drawing  of  the  equivalent  of  $200  million  by  the  United  States 
in  March  1968  marked  the  first  use  by  this  country  of  the  Fund’s  re- 
sources since  December  1966.  This  drawing  in  Netherlands  guilders, 
Italian  lire,  and  Belgian  francs,  was  used  to  repay  short  term  swap 
drawings  made  by  the  United  States  late  in  1967.  The  swap  drawings 
had  been  desigired  to  help  stabilize  the  international  exchanges  at  the 
time  of  the  uncertainties  attendant  upon  the  position  of  the  pound 
sterling  and  its  devaluation.  Most  of  the  earlier  U.S.  drawings  had 
been  technical  drawings  to  enable  third  countries  to  purchase  with 
dollars  amounts  needed  in  other  currencies  in  repurchase  transactions. 
The  cumulative  total  of  gross  drawings  by  the  United  States  was 
$1,840  million  on  June  30, 1968,  but  as  a result  of  purchases  of  dollars 
by  other  countries,  including  substantial  amounts  by  the  United  King- 
dom and  France  in  the  transactions  noted,  the  United  States  was  in- 
debted to  the  Fund  for  only  $299  million  by  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 

On  balance  there  was  little  gain  during  the  year  in  liberalization 
of  exchange  restrictions,  in  the  avoidance  of  multiple  currency  prac- 
tices, or  in  the  scope  of  bilateralism.  The  Fund  further  broadened  its 
technical  assistance  activities,  including  expansion  of  the  offerings  of 
the  IMF  Institute,  and  continued  its  consultations  with  both  Article 
XIV  (inconvertible  currency)  and  Article  VIII  (convertible  cur- 
rency) countries  on  economic  and  financial  matters  of  mutual  interest 
and  concern. 

The  International  Bank  group* 

The  International  Bank  for  Reconstruction  and  Development  and 
its  affiliates,  the  International  Development  Association  (IDA)  and 
the  International  Finance  Corporation  (IFC),  committed  a total  of 
$i.O  billion  during  the  fiscal  year  for  financing  economic  developmient 
projects  in  the  member  countries.  The  World  Bank  made  new  loans  of 
$847.0  million,  mainly  to  less-developed  countries  for  electric  power, 
roads,  railways,  and  industry.  In  view  of  its  limited  resources,  IDA 
credits  were  $106.6  million  during  the  year  compared  with  $353  mil- 
lion in  the  preceding  year.  IFC  investments,  which  are  not  guaranteed 
by  governments,  were  made  in  private  companies  on  a loan  and  equity 
basis  for  copper  mining,  development  banks,  iron  and  steel  plants,  and 
some  smaller  items.  The  total  amount,  including  underwriting  commit- 
ments, was  $50  million. 

The  loan  operations  of  the  World  Banlr  are  financed  by  capital 
subscriptions,  borrowing  on  financial  markets,  sales  of  participations, 
repayments  and  earnings  on  loans  and  investments.  During  the  year 
the  Bank’s  outstanding  funded  debt  increased  by  $214.3  million  to  the 


J For  more  complete  discussion  see  NAC  Report  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1968. 
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equivalent  of  $3,289.6  million.  Tlie  debt  includes  78  separate  issues, 
denominated  chiefly  in  U.S.  dollars  ($2,446.7  million),  Deutsche-Mark 
($422.7  million  equivalent),  and  Swiss  francs  ($204.4  million  equiva- 
lent). Increases  in  the  funded  debt  represented  the  public  sale  of  $300' 
million  of  U.S.  dollar  bonds  ($159.4  million  under  delayed  delivery 
arrangements),  and  securities  denominated  in  Deutsche  Mark  (U.S. 
$30  milMon  equivalent) , Swiss  francs  ($17.5  million  equivalent) , Swed- 
ish kronor  ($14.5  million  equivalent) , Canadian  dollars  ($13.9  million 
equivalent),  and  Netherlands  guilders  ($11  million  equivalent),  The 
funded  debt  was  further  increased  through  the  private  placement  of 
bonds  and  notes  totaling  the  equivalent  of  $347.9  million  and  the  issu- 
ance of  $158.7  million  of  bonds  under  delayed  delivery  arrangements 
of  previous  issues.  The  Bank  has  continued  its  efforts  to  obtain  financ- 
ing abroad,  land  has  invested  the  proceeds  of  the  issues  on  the  U.S.  mar- 
ket in  longer  term  Treasury  obligations  pending  disbursement,  to 
reduce  possible  adverse  effects  on  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments. 

Decreases  in  the  funded  debt  resulted  from  the  retirement  of  bonds 
and  notes  totaling  the  equivalent  of  $457.9  million,  including  $406.4 
million  denominated  in  dollars.  Purchase  and  sinking  fund  transac- 
tions amounted  to  $55.9  million  and  the  dollar  value  of  the  outstanding 
deibt  was  reduced  by  the  devaluation  of  sterling  ($6  million). 

IDA  credits  are  funded  by  mem'ber  subscriptions  and  contributions, 
grants  from  the  net  earnings  of  the  World  Bank,  repayment  of  credits, 
and  earnings.  IDA’s  usable  resources,  cumulative  to  June  30,  1968, 
amounted  to  $1,795  million,  of  which  the  Part  I (developed)  countries 
contributed  $1,524  million;  IBRD  grants  $210  million,  and  earnings 
and  contributions  of  Part  II  countries,  the  balance.  At  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year  only  $7  million  was  uncommitted. 

In  March  1968  agreement  was  reached  in  principle  among  Part  I 
mem'bere  to  provide  additional  resources  to  IDA  in  three  annual  in- 
stallments of  $400  million  each  to  finance  operations  during  the  fiscal 
years  1969  tlirough  1971.  The  U.S.  share  will  be  40  percent  or  $160 
million  annually  for  3 years.  Legislation  to  authorize  U.S.  partici- 
pation in  this  replenishment  was  before  Congress  (H.R.  16775  and 
S.  3378)  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year.  The  arrangements  for  the  re- 
plenishment include  provisions  to  mitigate  any  adverse  effects  on  the 
U.S.  balance  of  payments  resulting  from  the  U.S.  participation. 

Inter-American  Development  Bank 

The  Ninth  Annual  Meeting  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Inter- 
American  Development  Bank  ^ was  held  at  Bogota,  Colombia,  April 


' For  background  on  the  establishment  and  operations  of  the  Inter-American  Develop- 
ment Bank,  see  1963  annual  report,  pp.  58—60. 
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22-26,  1968,^  At  this  meeting,  the  Board  of  Governors  discussed  a 
broad  range  of  policy  issues,  including  resources  available  to  the  Bank, 
the  operating  policies  of  the  Bank,  the  state  of  the  Alliance  for  Prog- 
ress, economic  integration  of  Latin  America,  and  international  trade 
and  financial  cooperation.  Among  the  resolutions  adopted  at  this  rheet^ 
ing  was  one  directing  the  Bank  to  initiate,  in  conjunction  with  CIAP 
(Inter- American  Committee  for  the  Alliance  for  Progress) , the  estabr 
lishment  of  a task  force  to  develop  a 5-year  plan  and  action  program 
for  projects  for  the  physical  integration  of  Latin  America.  : 

To  obtain  resources  for  Ordinary  Capital  lending  the  IDB  increased 
its  short  and  long  i term  borrowings  by  approximately  $64.0  million 
during  tlie  fiscal  year,  comprising  a $60.0  million  issue  in.  the  United 
States  in  November  1967,  a $6.0  equivalent  Belgian  franc  issue  also  in 
November  1967,  and  a $43  million  short  term  dollar  bond  issue  (nearly 
replacing  $45  million  of  maturing  bonds  of  1966  and  1967)  placed 
outside  the  United  States  in  April  1968.  As  of  Jime  30, 1968,  the  Bank’s 
cumulative  total  borrowings  (after  sinking  fund  purchases) 
amounted  to  $507 .4. million  equivalent,  of  which  $335  million  had  been 
raised  in  the  U.S.  market  and  the  balance  in  foreign  capital  markets. 

The  subscribed  resources  of  the  Bank’s  Fund  for  Special  Operations 
totaled  $2,309.9  million  equivalent  as  of  June  30,  1968.  The  increase 
during  the  year  reflected  payments  to  the  Bank  by  member  countries 
imder  a $1.2  billion  increase  in  the  resources  of  the  Fund  for  Special 
Operations  which  became  effective  in  December  1967.:  U.S.  participa- 
tion in  this  increase  was  authorized  by  the  Congress  in  Public  Law 
90-88,  approved  September  22, 1967.  The  first  payment  by  the  United 
States,  amounting  to  $300  million,  was  made  to  the  Bank  in  January 
1968. 

As  of  June  30,  1968,  the  Inter-American  Development  Bank  had 
authorized  465  loans  amounting  to  the  equivalent  of  $2,497,9  million, 
comprising : 157  loans  amounting  to  $924.0  million  equivalent  from 
its;  Ordinary  Capital  resources ; 177  loans  amounting  to  $1,045.6  million 
equivalent  from  the  resources  of  the  Fund  for  . Special  Operations; 
and  117  loans  from  the  Social  Progress  Trust  Fund  amoimting  to 
$501.0  million.  In  addition,  the  Bank  had  authorized  14  loans  amoimt- 
ing  to  $27.3  million  equivalent  from  the  economic  development  fimds 
it  administers  on  behalf  of  the  Governments  of  Canada,  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  Sweden. 

^Tlie  U.S.  Governor  of  the  Bank,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Henry  H.  Fowler,  head^  the 
U.S.  delegation  to  the  meeting.  The  delegation  included  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  for 
Inter-American  Affairs  and  U.S.  Coordinator,  Alliance  fO'r  Progress,  Covey  T.  .Oliver  and 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Jolin  R,  Petty  (both  of  whom  acted'  as  Temporary 
Alternate  Governors);  together  with  Members  of  the  Congress  and.  representatives  of  the 
U.S.  Government  agencies  constituting  the  National  Advisory  Council  on  International 
Monetary  and  Financial  Policies. 
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The  Asian  Development  Bank^ 

The  First  Annual  Meeting  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Asian 
Development  Bank  was  held  in  Manila,  Philippines,  April  4r-6,  1968.^ 
At  this  meeting  Switzerland  was  accepted  as  the  32d  member  of  the 
Bank,  subscribing  to  $5  million  of  stock.  This  raised  the  total  subscrip- 
tions to  $970  million  and  brought  the  total  membership  to  32,  of  which 
19  are  countries  of  the  region  and  13  are  nonregional  countries. 

The  second  of  the  United  States  five  $20  million  installments  of 
paid-in  capital  was  paid  in  August  1967,  and  consisted  of  $10  million 
in  cash  and  $10  million  in  the  fonn  of  a noninterest-bearing  letter  of 
credit  which  may  be  drawn  on  in  future  years  when  required  by  the 
Bank  for  disbursement.  As  of  June  30,  1968,  of  the  $485  million  sub- 
scriptions on  paid-in  capital  of  the  Bank,  installments  totaling  $193.5 
million  had  matured. 

Tlie  Bank  made  its  first  loan  from  Ordinary  Capital  in  January  1968, 
the  equivalent  of  $5  million  to  the  Industrial  Finance  Corporation 
of  Thailand,  against  which  no  disbursements  had  been  made  by  June 
30,  1968.^  During  the  12  months  ending  June  30,  1968,  the  Bank  also 
extended  technical  assistance  to  Indonesia  in  the  field  of  food  produc- 
tion and  distribution,  to  the  Agricultural  and  Fisheries  Development 
Corporation  of  Korea,  to  the  Philippines  on  water  management,  and 
to  Vietnambn  development  financing.  In  March  1968,  the  Bank  issued 
the  Asian  Agricultural  Survey,  which  constitutes  a major  model  study 
of  Asian  agriculture. 

■ On  September  26,  1967,  President  Johnson  submitted  to  the  Con- 
gress the  ADB  Special  Funds  bill  ('S.  2479  and  H.K.  13217),  which 
would  authorize  the  appropriation  of  up  to  $200  million  over  a 4-year 
period  as  the  U.S.  contribution  to  Multilateral  Special  P" unds  of  the 
ADB.  Under  the  proposed  legislation  the  U.S.  contribution  would  con- 
stitute less  than  one- half  of  the  total  contributions  to  the  Bank’s  Spe- 
cial Funds,  would  be  available  only  for  the  procurement  of  U.S.  goods 
and  services,  and  would  be  used  to  finance  high  priority  development 
programs  and  projects  in  such  key  areas  as  agriculture,  transport  and 
communications,  and  Mekong  development.  At  the  First  Annual  Meet- 
ing of  the  ADB  Board  of  Governors,  developed  country  members  of 
the  ADB  offered  to  contribute  a total  of  $128.1  million  to  the  Bank’s 
Special  Funds — Japan  offered  $100  million,  mainly  for  agricultural 

1 For  background  on  tlie  establishment  and  early  operations  of  the  Asian  Development 
Bank  (ADB),  see  1966  and  1967  annual  reports,  pp.  64-65  and  pp.  49—50,  respectively. 

- Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Joseph  W.  Barr  headed  the  U.S.  delegation  to  the 
meeting.  The  delegation  ineluded  Assistant  Administrator  for  East  Asia  of  AID  John  C. 
Bullitt  and  U.S.  Director  of  the  Asian  Development  Bank  Bernard  Zagorin  (both  of  whom 
acted  as  temporary,  alternate  Governors),  together  with  representatives  of  the  Treasury 
Department  and  AID  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

3 A $2  million  equivalent  loan  to  the  Central  Bank  of  Ceylon  for  modernization  of  tea 
factories  was  made  in  July  1968  and  a $6.8  million  equivalent  loan  was  made  in  September 
1968)  to  the  Republic  of  Korea  for  the  ‘Seoul-«Inchon  Expressway  project. 
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development,  of  which  $20  million  was  appropriated  for  this  year ; 
Canada  offered  $25  million  over  the  next  5 years ; Denmark  offered  an 
initial  contribution  of  $2  million  for  agriculture;  and  the  Netherlands 
offered  $1.1  million  for  agriculture  for  the  current  year. 

In  June  1967  the  United  States  made  available  to  the  ADB  $250,000 
for  technical  assistance,  of  which  $161,798  had  been  used  by  June  30, 
1968.  Japan  has  made  available  $131,000  for  technical  assistance, 
Canada  $100,000,  Germany  $40,000,  Denmark  $300,000,  and  the  United 
Kingdom,  Finland,  India,  and  Korea  unspecified  amounts  of  technical 
assistance. 

Organization  for  Economic  Cooperation  and  Development 

The  seventh  Ministerial  Council  meeting  of  the  Organization  for 
Economic  Cooperation  and  Development  (OECD)  in  Paris  Novem- 
ber 30-December  1, 1967,  stressed  the  need  for  both  surplus  and  deficit 
countries  to  intensify  their  efforts  to  reduce  persisting  disequilibria 
in  their  external  positions.  Progress  in  examining  trade  relations  with 
developing  countries  was  also  noted.  A Treasury  representative  served 
on  the  U.S.  delegation. 

Both  the  Economic  Policy  Committee  (EPC)  of  the  OECD  and  its 
Working  Party  on  Policies  for  the  Promotion  of  Better  International 
Payments  Equilibrium  (Working  Party  3)  concentrated  much  of  their 
attention  during  the  year  on  the  balance  of  payments  of  the  United 
States  and  the  United  Kingdom  and  the  need  for  complementary  ad- 
justment by  other  countries.  Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
Monetary  Affairs  Deming  served  as  chairman  of  the  U.S.  delegation  to 
Working  Party  3 and  as  a member  of  the  EPC  delegation. 

When  the  Foreign  Direct  Investment  Program  was  introduced  in 
January  1968,  the  United  States  invoked  the  balance-of-payments 
derogation  clause  of  the  Code  of  Liberalization  of  Capital  Movements. 
The  Committee  for  Invisible  Transactions,  on  which  a U.S.  Treasury 
official  serves,  reviewed  the  U.S.  action  and  the  Council  of  the  OECD 
found  the  United  States  justified. 

A Treasury  representative  led  the  U.S.  delegation  in  discussions  in  an 
ad  hoc  group  of  the  Trade  Committee  concerning  Germany’s  shift  to 
a value-added  tax;  The  group  could  not  agree  on  the  impact  of  the 
change  on  international  trade.  Similar  discussions  with  Belgium  and 
the  Netherlands  are  scheduled  for  fiscal  year  1969. 

A Treasury  representative  led  the  U.S.  delegation  to  the  Septem- 
ber 1967  meeting  of  the  group  on  export  credits  and  credit  guarantees. 
Treasury  representatives  participated  actively  in  the  work  of  the  Fis- 
cal Committee,^  in  the  annual  examination  of  the  United  States  by  the 
Economic  Development  and  Review  Committee,  and  in  a group  which 

1 For  a d«scrlptlon  of  the  activities  of  the  Fiscal  Committee  see  p.  37. 
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examines  short-term  economic  prospects.  A Treasury  official  regularly 
represents  the  United  States  as  an  observer  at  the  meetings  of  the  Man- 
aging Board  of  the  European  Monetary  Agreement. 

Trade  policy 

With  the  successful  conclusion  of  the  Kennedy  Round  tariff  nego- 
tiations, the  United  States  began  an  extensive  review  of  its  trade 
lX)licy.  At  the  request  of  the  President,  the  Special  Representative 
for  Trade  Negotiations  instituted  a wide-ranging  study  of  future 
U.S.  foreign  trade  policy  which  included  both  public  hearings  and 
analysis  by  experts  within  the  Government.  Treasury  Department 
representatives  participated  in  the  public  hearings  and  the  develop- 
ment of  background  papers  for  the  study. 

At  the  request  of  the  United  States,  the  Contracting  Parties  to  the 
General  Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade  (GATT)  established  a 
working  party  to  examine  the  GATT  rules  dealing  with  border  tax 
adjustments,  i.e.  the  remission  of  indirect  taxes  on  exports  and  the 
levying  of  compensatory  duties  on  imports.  The  Treasury  Depart- 
ment has  taken  an  active  and  leading  role  in  the  international  discus- 
sions of  this  issue  since  the  GATT  rules  disadvantage  our  trade  and  ad- 
versely affect  our  balance-of -payments  position.  Treasury  represen- 
tatives, led  by  Assistant  Secretary  Petty,  have  been  members  of  the 
U.S.  delegation  to  the  GATT  meetings  on  this  subject.  The  sharp 
reduction  of  tariff  barriers  has  focused  increased  attention  on  non- 
tariff barriers  to  trade.  The  GATT  has  established  a procedure  for 
examining  these  nontariff  barriers  and  an  inventory  has  been 
drawn  up. 

As  a member  of  the  Trade  Staff  Committee,  the  Trade  Executive 
Committee,  and  the  Trade  Information  Committee,  the  Treasury 
Department  actively  participated  in  the  development  of  U.S.  trade 
policy.  A Treasury  representative  was  also  a member  of  the  U.S. 
delegation  to  the  24th  session  of  the  Contracting  Parties  to  the  GATT 
and  various  other  GATT  committees  and  working  parties  as  well  as 
the  Second  United  Nations  Conference  on  Trade  and  Development 
(UNCTAD). 
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Administrative  Management 
Management  improvement  program 

The  Department  realized  $28.1  million  and  2,580  man-years  in  sav- 
ings during  fiscal  1968  from  actions  to  improve  management. 

While  not  the  result  of  management  improvements,  additional  bene- 
fits amounting  to  $68.8  million  flowed  from  policy  changes.  The  largest 
portion,  $55.1  million,  resulted  from  a policy  decision  of  July  14, 1967, 
to  sell  silver  reserves  at  the  market  value  rather  than  at  the  monetary 
value.  Net  receipts  from  the  sale  of  proof  coins  added  $3.3  million  to 
the  general  fund.  An  additional  $10.4  million  is  attributalble  to  a re- 
duction in  borrowing  costs  because  new  requirements  for  the  earlier 
deposit  of  withheld  taxes  resulted  in  earlier  availability  of  these  funds. 

Special  studies  and  projects 

The  individual  bureau  reports  which  appear  later  contain  details 
of  studies  and  projects  carried  on  by  the  bureaus  to  promote  economy 
and“ouiciency.  Among  the  studies  completed  at  the  departmental  level 
were  those  of  the  organization  and  management  of  the  Treasury  labora- 
tcries  and  of  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics  before  its  transfer  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  on  April  8,  1968.  At  the  request  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  the  Treasury  also  participated  in  a study  to  develop  the  or- 
ganization and  administrative  structure  for  a new  consolidated  law 
enforcement  training  center  for  all  Federal  agencies  except  the  FBI 
and  Defense  Department.  In  addition,  revisions  were  made  in  the 
custody  and  handling  of  coin  and  currency  in  the  main  Treasury 
building.  The  program  to  improve  sendees  to  the  individual  citizen 
was  pursued  vigorously,  and  a checklist  was  developed  to  appraise 
progress  in  the  program. 

Treasury  participation  in  the  foreign  technical  cooperation  pro- 
grams of  the  Agency  for  International  Development  increased  with 
the  introduction  of  a new  program  of  tax  policy  assistance  for  certain 
Latin  American  countries.  There  was  also  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
participants  from  developing  nations  who  received  instruction  and 
training  in  Treasury  operating  methods. 

Emergency  preparedness 

An  appropriate  degree  of  emergency  preparedness  was  maintained 
during  the  year.  A selected  group  of  employees  participated  in  the 
National  Civil  Defense  Exercise  in  October  1967  at  the  Department’s 
relocation  site,  and  emergency  communications  operators  attended 
periodic  training  exercises  there.  Indoctrination  sessions  with  field 
office  representatives  having  emergency  assignments  at  Federal  Re- 
gional Emergency  Operating  Centers  were  held  to  maintain  the  re- 
gional emergency  plan.  Defense  readiness  planning  instructions  were 
brought  up  to  date  for  guidance  of  bureaus  and  offices.  The  Treasury 
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collaborated  with  the  Office  of  Emergency  Plaimiiig  on  technical  mat- 
ters concerning  emergency  functions  of  the  Department. 

Planning  and  program  evaluation 

Plamiing  and  program  evaluation  aids  in  improving  the  allocation 
of  the  Department’s  resources  by  developing  the  relative  costs  and  bene- 
fits of  alternative  courses  of  action  and  by  providing  staff  leadership, 
coordination,  and  direction  of  the  Def)artment’s  planning-programing- 
budget  system.  . 

During  fiscal  1968  this  staff : 

(1)  Developed  a pilot  study  for  the  determination  of  an  optimum 
level  of  examination  of  mail  packages  by  the  Customs  Bureau  includ- 
ing the  application  of  sampling  techniques  to  develop  the  basic  data. 
In  addition,  cooperation  continued  in  the  development  of  improved 
output  and  related  cost  data  systems  in  the  bureau ; 

(2)  Participated  in  the  current  review  of  the  planning  and  evalua- 
tion techniques  employed  by  Internal  Revenue  Service’s  automatic 
data  processing  complex ; 

(3)  Continued  the  preparation  of  tlie  monthly  coin  sample  as  a 

measure  of  the  rate  of  disappeai-ance  of  silver  coin  from  circulation 
and  the  further  transition  to  clad  coin,  and  developed  a series  of  analy- 
ses in  coin  requirements ; . 

(4)  Coordinated  preparation  by  the  Treasury  bureaus  of  the  third 

annual  program  and  financial  plan,  together  with  supporting  aiialyti- 
cal  materiiu  as  aibasis  of  determinations  on  fiscal  year  19T0  program 
levels;  > 

(5)  Developed- cooperatively  with  Budget  Bureau  staff  the  format 
and  substance  of  a compendium  setting  forth  the  Treasury  program 
in  plamiing-programing-budgeting  terms,  designed  as  a model  for 
further  compendiums  supplementing  the  President’s  budget;  and 

(6)  Providing! an  analytical  basis  for  a proposed  allocation  of  re- 
sources in  the  U.S.  Savings  Bonds  Division. 

Financial  management  ’ 

Budgeting. — The  working  capital  fund  sought  for  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  to  finance  common  service  functions  performed  for  other 
Treasury  bureaus  had  received  approval  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives but  not  the  Senate  at  fiscal  yearend.  Controls  were  exercised 
in  expenditures,  employment,  overseas  travel  and  employment,  and 
size  of  motor  vehicle  fleets.  Information  was  provided  the.  Office  of 
Economic  Opportunity  for  use  in  preparing  the  publication  “Sum- 
mary of  Federal  Programs — A Report  of  Federal  Program  Impact 
on  the  Local  Connnunity”  and  that  publication  became  the  principal 
source  document  for  providing  information  on  Federal  eixpenditures 
by  geographic  or  political  subdivision.  The  supplemental  or  appropri- 
ation request  for  the  cost  of  pay  and  postal  rate  increases,  taking  effect 
in  fiscal  year  1968,  principally  under  Public  Law  90-206,  was  held  to 
$8.9  million  although  the  costs  totaled  $30.5  million.  Costs  were  ab- 
sorbed to  the  extent  of  71  percent  by  application  of  management  sav-, 
ings  and  reimbursements  ajid  use  of  budgetary  reserves  and  transfers, 
between  appropriations.  . . . ; 

* See  detailed  statement  In  the  “Annual  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on 
Improvements  In  Financial  Management.” 
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Automated  fayroll  operations. — -A  review  of  all  payroll  operations 
was  completed.  Action  was  initiated  to  convert  the  Secret  Seiwice  pay- 
I'oll  operation  to  the.  IRS  computer  system.  Arrangements  were  com- 
pleted for  continuation  of  payroll  services  to  the  Coast  Guard  and  the 
Bureau  of  Narcotics,  which  had  been  transferred  to  other  departments, 
until  such  time  as  they  are  able  to  provide  their  own  services. 

The  payroll  for  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  was  authorized,  to 
be  placed  on  the  automated  system  of  the  fiscal  service  effective  Janu- 
ary 1969. 

Accounting  systems. — Administrative  accounting  systems  of  the 
Office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  and  the  Bureau  of  the 
Public  Debt  were  approved  by  the  Comptroller  General.  Department- 
wide administrative  accounting  principles  and  standards  applicable 
to  all  Treasury  bureaus  were  drafted  and  were  being  considered  by 
the  General  Accounting  Office  at  the.fiscalyearend.  , ^ 

Mamagement  of  automatic  data  processing.— benefits 
v/ere  obtained  through  the  use  and  management  of  the  Department’s 
60  coiriputers,  other  ADP  equipment,  and  the  related  operations  .which 
required  over  19,000  man-years  and  $135  million  in  fiscal  year  1968. 
Benefits  to  the  public  include  more  uniform  and  equitable  treatment 
of  taxpayers,  a speedup  in  the  issuance  of  tax  refund  checks,  improved 
handling,  of  current  income  , savings  bonds  .operations,  and  continued 
improvements  in  issuing  benefits  and  salary  checks.  Benefits  to  Federal 
fiscal  and  tax  administration  include  expansion  of  net  additional  reve- 
nue as  a result  of  Internal  Revenue’s.  ADP  masterfil.e  system.  Operat-  . 
ing  benefits  include  over  $1  million  and  150  man-years  in  recurring: 
and  $213,000  and  38  man-years  in  onertime  reductions  in  operating 
costs,  over  $1  million  worth  of  sharing  of  ADP  facilities,  use  of  excess 
as  well  as  new  equipment  and  extensive  participation  in  Government- 
wide efforts  to  bring  about  standardization  and  compatibility  in  com- 
puter-based data  processing  operations.  . 

Interned  auditing. — Following  completion  of  initial  reviews  and  ap- 
praisals of  internal  auditing  activities  in  all  Treasury  bureaus  and  of- 
fices, the  departmental  internal  audit  staff  concentrated  on  assisting 
the  bureaus,  in  improving  their  internal  auditing  operations.  This  in- 
cluded help  in  developing  improved  audit  policy  statements  and 
manuals  for  the  guidance  of  their  audit  staffs.  In  addition,  the  de- 
partmental staff  audited  Office  of  the  Secretary  administrative  accounts 
and  selected  procedures  and  practices,  and  conducted  a special  audit 
of  sirnilar  accounts  for  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics  prior  to  its  transfer  to 
the  Department  of  Justice. 

Personnel  management 

In  the  fiscal  year  1968  emphasis  was  again  placed  on  improving  all 
areas  of  personnel  management,  with  continued  particular  attention 
to  special  programs  of  interest  to  the  President. 

The  equal  employment  opportunity  program  forged  aliead  with  the 
placement  of  minority  employees  in  positions  never  before  occupied: 
by  this  group.  Bureaus  revised  their  equ^  employment  opportunity 
action  plans  to  schedule  positive  action  goals  for  fiscal  1969  and  to 
include  the  new  Federal  woman’s. program  established  by.  Executive 
Order.  11375  issued  by  the  President  on  October  13,  1967.  Individual 
conferences  were  held  with  bureau  heads  to  followup  on  positive  ac-  . 
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tion  taken  in  furtherance  of  the  equal  employment  opportunity  ob- 
jectives. 

Despite  drastic  cutbacks  in  the  number  of  employees  hired,  the 
Department  managed  to  hire  80  percent  of  the  number  of  handicapped 
persons  hired  during  fiscal  1967,  which  represented  an  alltime  high 
year  for  the  Department.  Special  emphasis  was  placed  on  training 
and  employment  of  the  blind.  As  a result  of  a successful  pilot  training 
program  during  the  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968,  HEW  made  available 
a grant  of  $100,000  for  training  50  blind  persons  to  be  employed  by 
lES  during  the  next  3 years. 

The  executive  assignment  system  affecting  supergrade  positions  was 
introduced  into  the  Treasury  Department  through  installation  of 
streamlined  procedures,  detailed  records,  and  other  control  measures 
designed  to  effect  promptly  all  personnel  actions  involving  key  posi- 
tions. Among  measures  adopted  was  establishment  of  an  executive 
assignment  board  and  an  executive  assignment  committee  to  review 
and  approve  recommendations  for  recruitment,  selection,  and  place- 
ment of  top  officials  on  a systematic  and  objective  basis. 

The  Department  continued  to  participate  in  the  development  of  a 
coordinated  Federal  wage  board  system.  Specific  recommendations 
were  made  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission  for  regulatory  provisions 
in  the  system.  Data  were  furnished  and  obtained  to  facilitate  develop- . 
ment  of  the  Government-wide  system. 

A new  nationwide  plan  for  the  inspection  of  Treasury  personnel 
operations  was  jointly  formulated  with  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 
Inspection  under  the  plan  is  scheduled  for  fiscal  1969. 

Although  there-  are  still  areas  of  incomplete  development  in  the 
organized  relations  between  labor  and  management  in  the  Treasury 
Department,  during  fiscal  1968  there  have  been  substantial  gains  in 
( 1 ) union  membership,  which  approaches  50  percent  of  the  total  em- 
ployment, (2)  recognitions  granted,  both  exclusive  and  formal,  and 
(3)  negotiated  agreements. 

This  increased  activity  has  created  a greater  awareness,  among 
supervisory  and  managerial  personnel,  of  the  rights  and  aspirations  of 
organized  employees,  and  of  the  continuing  need  to  improve  working 
conditions  and  apply  personnel  policies  fairly  and  impartially. 

Estimated  first  year  benefits  from  employee  suggestions  totaled 
$935,112  and  similar  benefits  recognized  by  performance  awards 
brought  the  total  to  $1,652,762. 

Budgetary  restrictions  made  it  unusually  difficult  to  meet  employee 
training  requirements.  Every  effort  was  made  to  provide  immediately 
required  operational  training.  As  a result,  advanced  professional  and 
technical  training  and  supervisory  and  management  development  and 
other  training  with  longer  range  objectives  was  deferred. 

Administrative  services 

Personal  froferty. — From  April  1967  through  March  1968,  Treasury 
declared  as  excess  to  its  needs  property  having  an  original  acquisition 
cost  of  about  $3,455,000  and  reassigned  excess  property  valued  at  $782,- 
000  within  the  Department.  Personal  property  transferred  to  other 
Federal  agencies  totaled  about  $1,103,000.  In  turn.  Treasury  received 
about  $1,004,000  of  excess  personal  property  from  other  Federal  agen- 
cies without  reimbursement.  Personal  property  valued  at  $3,596,000 
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was  determined  surplus;  $1,294,000  worth  of  personal  property  was 
released  for  donation  through  GSA  and  DHEW  clearances.  Proceeds 
from  sales  of  surplus,  including  scrap,  totaled  $53,000,  for  deposit  to 
the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury. 

Real  During  the  fiscal  year  1968,  Treasury  activities  in 

29  locations  in  11  cities  were  consolidated  into  single  locations,  with 
attendant  increases  in  productivity  and  economy.  Treasury  activities 
were  relocated  from  leased  to  Government-owned  buildings  in  32  loca- 
tions with  rental  savings.  Forty-eight  office  occupying  both  Govern- 
ment-owned and  leased  space  were  closed  with  an  annual  rental  savings 
of  approximately  $51,000. 

Library. — 3-year  program  to  modernize  and  upgrade  the  Depart- 
ment’s library  facilities  was  completed'. 

Safety. — The  frequency  of  disabling  injuries  dropped  in  calendar 
year  1967  as  well  as  the  number  of  days  lost  and  the  frequency  of 
motor  vehicle  collisions. 

Security  activities 

During  fiscal  year  1968,  physical  security  inspections  were  conducted 
in  the  offices  within  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  bureau  headquarters 
offices,  and  44  bureau  field  offices. 

In  the  personnel  security  program,  1,280  sensitive  cases,  431  non- 
sensitive cases,  and  590  reinvestigation  cases  were  processed.  A survey 
of  all  jiersonnel  holding  “Q”  clearances  was  made  to  determine  if  they 
Avere  still  needed.  If  not,  they  were  canceled. 

Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 

The  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  as  the  Administrator  of  the  Na- 
tional Banking  System,  is  charged  with  the  responsibility  of  maintain- 
ing the  public’s  confidence  in  the  System  by  sustaining  the  banks’ 
solvency  and  liquidity.  An  equally  important  public  objective  is  to 
fashion  the  controls  over  banking  so  that  banks  may  have  the  discre- 
tionary power  to  adapt  their  operations  sensitively  and  efficiently  to  the 
needs  of  a growing  economy. 

Office  operations 

During  fiscal  1968  emphasis  was  placed  on  improving  the  quality  of 
the  bank  examining  function,  while  exploring  more  efficient  methods 
of  meeting  the  challenges  and  requirements  of  the  growing  National 
Banking  System.  Modernization  of  bank  examining  methods  continues 
as  a major  theme  in  this  Office.  Twenty -eight  national  bank  examiners 
have  become  experts  in  the  field  of  electronic  data  processing.  This 
training  has  been  a necessary  and  effective  refinement  of  bank  examin- 
ing procedures  and  has  aided  this  Office  in  its  evaluation  of  the  Na- 
tional Banking  System. 

In  Washington,  a major  reorganization  within  the  Administrative 
Department  established  the  proper  allocation  of  major  administrative 
responsibilities  in  tlie  Office,  including  the  creation  of  a Fiscal  Manage- 
ment Division  and  a Management  Services  Division,  the  latter  com- 
prised of  experienced  management  analysts  and  computer  technicians. 
This  improvement  in  administration  is  another  facet  of  the  continued 
program  of  modernization  throughout  the  organization. 
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The  program  of  active  cooperation  with  other  Federal  bank  regula- 
tory agencies  cohtinues,  creating  more  efficient  and  meaningful  meth- 
ods of  gathering  significant  information.  The  present  trend  of  active 
participation  by  joint  committee  members  to  further  streamline  ad- 
ministration of  the  banking  system  is  expected  to  continue. 

Personnel 

Personnel  administration  played  a vital  part  in  the  Office’s  progress. 
To  alleviate  the  critical  shortage  of  qualified  personnel,  a select  group 
of  regional  reciYiitment  coordinators  was  established  in  each  of  the 
14  national  bank  regions.  The  recruiters  were  given  training,  instruc- 
tion, guidance,  and  responsibility  for  recruitment  on  college  and 
university  campuses  throughout  the  multistate  area  covered  by  their 
region.  During  fiscal  1968  there  was  a marked  increase  in  the  activities 
of  these  recruiters  throughout  the  country,  which  resulted  in  a net 
gain  of  84  new  assistant  national  bank  examiners  and  assistants  in 
trust.  In  the  fall  of  1967  the  second  annual  recruiters’  conference  con- 
vened in  Washington  to  provide  a forum  for  an  exchange  of  experience 
and  methods  used  in  the  various  regions  throughout  the  country. 

The  incentive  awards  program  was  given  special  emphasis  in  fiscal 
1968.  Employee  response  has  resulted  in  further  modifications  of  pro- 
cedures and  methods.  In  addition,  all  phases  of  the  Office  training 
program  received  new  attention.  Various  schools  and  seminars  were 
conducted  for  all  levels  of  employees.  During  the  fiscal  year,  a study 
was  initiated  for  the  purpose  of  evaluating  instructional  techniques 
used  in  the  training  of  assistant  national  bank  examiners  which  is  ex- 
pected to  result  in  a more  effective  training  program. 

Fiscal  management 

A sound  fiscal  management  program  was  implemented  and  strength  - 
ened during  fiscal  1968.  Tighter  expenditure  control,  an  improved 
and  expanded  accounting  system,  a timelier  investment  program  in 
Government  securities,  and  a more  responsive  fiscal  information  sys- 
tem have  been  instituted,  along  with  studies  for  improving  other  sup- 
port operations  in  this  important  area  of  the  organization. 

Information  services  program 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to  make  the  policies  and  procedures 
of  the  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  better  known  and  to 
facilitate  communications  among  the  Office,  the  banking  industry,  and 
the  general  public. 

Four  basic  manuals  are  available  to  employees,  banks,  and  other 
interested  parties:  “Comptroller’s  Manual  for  National  Banks,” 
“Comptroller’s  Manual  for  Representatives  in  Trusts,”  “Comptroller’s 
Policy  Guidelines  for  National  Bank  Directors,”  and  “Instructions, 
Procedures,  Forms  for  National  Bank  Examiners.”  A new  publication 
has  been  issued  to  the  National  Banking  System.  This  “Directory” 
contains  the  address  and  telephone  number  of  every  decisionmaking 
official  in  the  Office  together  with  his  picture  and  a biographical  sketch. 
The  “Annual  Report  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency”  is  available 
to  interested  parties  and  contains  a general  statement  of  policy,  descrip- 
tions of  the  state  of  the  National  Banking  System,  of  Office  operations, 
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and  reprints  of  selected  Office  documents  relating  to  crucial  public 
issues  in  banking. 

Status  of  national  banks 

While  the  number  of  national  banks  decreased  from  4,780  to  4,743 
during  fiscal  1968,  the  number  of  national  bank  branches  rose  from 
9,710  to  10,240,  a 5.4  percent  increase.  These  branches  were  operated 
by  1,502  of  the  4,743  national  banks,  for  a total  of  14,983  national  banlc 
offices.  During  the  12  months  preceding  June  30,  1968,  a total  of  18 
charters  were  issued  for  newly  organized  national  banks.  Approval 


Number  of  national  banks  and  banking  offices,  by  States,  June  30,  1968 


National  banks 

Number 

of 

branches 

Number 

of 

offices 

Total 

Unit 

With 

branches 

United  States 

4,743 

3, 241 

1, 502 

10, 240 

14, 983 

Alabama 

88 

50 

38 

156 

244 

Alaska 

5 

0 

5 

41 

46 

Arizona 

4 

1 

3 

188 

192 

Arkansas 

67 

36 

31 

73 

140 

California 

77 

27 

50 

1,926 

2, 003 

Colorado 

118 

118 

0 

0 

118 

Connecticut 

30 

8 

22 

191 

221 

Delaware 

5 

3 

2 

4 

9 

District  of  Columbia 

9 

0 

9 

55 

64 

Florida 

202 

202 

0 

0 

202 

Georgia 

C2 

33 

29 

142 

204 

Hawaii 

2 

0 

2 

41 

43 

Idaho 

9 

3 

6 

103 

112 

Illinois 

421 

408 

13 

13 

434 

Indiana 

123 

54 

69 

289 

412 

Iowa 

102 

64 

38 

46 

148 

Kansas 

171 

145 

26 

26 

197 

Kentucky 

80 

37 

43 

126 

206 

Louisiana 

48 

15 

33 

151 

199 

Maine 

21 

6 

15 

77 

98 

Maryland 

48 

17 

31 

214 

262 

Massachusetts 

88 

21 

67 

384 

472 

Michigan 

98 

30 

68 

498 

596 

Minnesota 

195 

193 

2 

6 

201 

Mississippi 

36 

7 

29 

109 

145 

Missouri.. 

98 

78 

20 

20 

118 

Montana 

48 

47 

1 

1 

49 

Nebraska 

127 

108 

19 

19 

146 

Nevada 

4 

1 

3 

55 

59 

New  Hampshire 

53 

30 

23 

30 

83 

New  Jersey 

145 

38 

107 

507 

652 

New  Mexico 

34 

14 

20 

59 

93 

New  York 

182 

80 

102 

1,094 

1,276 

North  Carolina 

23 

7 

16 

306 

329 

North  Dakota 

42 

33 

9 

9 

51 

Ohio 

220 

83 

137 

629 

849 

Oklahoma 

220 

185 

35 

35 

255 

Oregon 

12 

6 

6 

227 

239 

Pennsylvania 

331 

181 

150 

908 

1,239 

Rhode  Island 

4 

0 

4 

56 

60 

South  Carolina 

26 

4 

22 

214 

240 

South  Dakota 

34 

25 

9 

49 

83 

Tennessee 

77 

20 

57 

243 

320 

Texas 

539 

539 

0 

0 

539 

Utah 

12 

9 

3 

55 

67 

Vermont 

27 

13 

14 

39 

66 

Virginia 

Ill 

36 

75 

403 

514 

Washington 

27 

12 

15 

378 

405 

West  Virginia 

80 

80 

0 

0 

80 

Wisconsin 

117 

94 

23 

41 

158 

Wyoming 

40 

40 

0 

0 

40 

Virgin  Islands 

1 

0 

1 

4 

5 

District  of  Columbia — all  • 

14 

1 

13 

95 

109 

1 Includes  national  and  nonnational  banks  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  ail  of  which  are  supervised  by  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 
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was  granted  by  the  Comptroller  for  the  conversion  of  eight  State  banks 
to  national  banks. 

Total  assets  of  national  banks  reached  $265.5  billion  on  June  29, 1968, 
an  increase  of  $23.5  billion,  or  9.7  percent,  during  the  previous  12 
months.  Total  loans  w'ere  $140.7  billion,  compared  to  $130.1  billion  12 
months  before.  Reversing  a persistent  trend  at  least  temporarily,  time 
and  savings  deposits  of  national  banks  did  not  grow  as  fast  as  demand 
deposits  during  fiscal  1968 : the  respective  increases  w'ere  8.0  percent, 
to  $111.7  billion  compared  wdth  9.0  percent,  to  $117.3  billion.  Net 
current  operating  eamhigs  in  calendar  1967  were  up  5.0  percent  over 
the  1966  figures,  while  net  income  after  taxes  rose  11.1  percent,  reach- 
ing $1.8  billion. 


A ssets,  liabilities,  and  capital  of  national  hanks,  selected  dates 

[Iq  imlUons  of  dollars] 


Assets 

Cash,  balances  with  other  banks,  and  cash  items  in  process 
of  collection 

U.S.  Government  securities 

Obligations  of  States  and  political  subdivisions 

Other  securities 

Total  secui'ities 

Federal  funds  sold  and  securities  purchased  under  agree- 
ments to  resell 

Direct  lease  financing 

Loans  and  discounts 

Fixed  assets 

Customers'  liability  on  acceptances  outstanding 

Other  assets 

Total  assets 


Liabilities 

Demand  deposits  of  individuals,  partnerships,  and  corpora- 
tions  

Time  and  savings  deposits  of  Individuals,  partnerships, 

and  corporations 

Deposits  of  U.S.  Government... 

Deposits  of  States  and  political  subdivisions 

Deposits  of  foreign  governments  and  official  institutions, 

central  banks,  and  international  institutions 

Deposits  of  commercial  banks 

Certified  and  officers’  checks,  etc 

Total  deposits 

Demand  deposits...: 

Time  and  savings  deposits..; 

Federal  funds  pui'chased  and  securities  sold  under  agree- 
ments to  repurchase.. 

Liabilities  for  borrowed  money 

Acceptances  executed  by  or  for  account  ofreportii^  banks 

and  outstanding 

0 ther  liabilities 

Total  liabilities j 

Capital  Accounts 

Capital  notes  and  debentures 

Preferred  stock 

Common  stock 

Surplus 

Undivided  profits 

Reserves 

Total  capital  accounts 

Total  liabilities  and  capital  accounts 


June  30, 1967 

Dec.  31. 1967 

June  29,  1968 

(4,780  banks) 

(4,758  banks) 

(4,742  banks) 

39,462 

46, 634 

44,787 

29, 544 

34,308 

31,627 

27,660 

29, 002 

30,630 

5, 409 

6,346 

6, 285 

62, 613 

69, 656 

68, 542 

2, 643 

2,562 

3,113 

360 

412 

460 

130,082 

136, 753 

140, 690 

3,644 

3, 876 

3,893 

1,181 

1,182 

1,250 

2, 054 

2, 300 

2, 762 

242, 039 

263,375 

265,497 

80, 208 

92, 686 

87,595 

90, 488 

95, 104 

98, 695 

3,367 

3,297 

3, 010 

18, 466 

18, 511 

19, 377 

3,344 

3, 483 

2, 994 

11,470 

13,963 

12,441 

3,755 

4,330 

4, 916 

211,098 

231,374 

229, 028 

107, 595 

123, 038 

117, 296 

103, 503 

108, 336 

111,732 

3, 140 

3, 182 

4,371 

279 

297 

• 726 

1,206 

1,205 

1,275 

7,218 

7, 587 

9, 594 

222, 941 

243, 645 

244, 994 

1,227 

1,235 

1,390 

30 

55 

59 

5,252 

5, 312 

5,  505 

8, 465 

8, 832 

9, 000 

3,539 

3, 549 

3,840 

585 

747 

709 

19,098 

19, 730 

20, 603 

242, 039 

263, 375 

. 265,497 
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Resume 

The  change  and  growth  of  the  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Cur- 
rency continues  its  direct  relationship  to  the  growth  and  vitality  of  the 
hTational  Banking  System.  Internal  operations  and  administration  are 
undergoing  continual  refinement  and  improvement  to  better  serve  the 
public  ancT  the  banking  industry. 

Bureau  of  Customs 

The  Bureau  of  Customs  is  responsible  for  the  assessment  and  collec- 
tion of  import  duties  and  taxes  and  the  control  of  carriers,  persons,  and 
articles  entering  or  departing  the  United  States ; for  administering  the 
tariff  and  related  laws  affecting  international  trade  and  traffic;  for 
detecting  and  preventing  smuggling  and  frauds  on  the  revenue;  and 
for  regulating  vessels  in  the  coastwise  and  fishing  trades.  The  Customs 
Service  conducts  a continuing  program  of  informing  the  public  and 
•encouraging  voluntary  compliance  by  the  international  trading  com- 
munity with  the  laws,  regulations,  and  controls  established  by  Customs 
and  numerous  other  Federal  agencies. 

Cost  reduction/management  improvement  program 

During  fiscal  year  1968  this  program  resulted  in  the  greatest  annual 
savings  m the  Bureau’s  history,  benefits  exceeding  $6,873,000.  Of  this 
amount,  approximately  $500,000  represented  “cost  reduction”  and 
$6,400,000  “cost  avoidance.” 

A large  part  of  the  savings  were  utilized  in  the  Customs  Service  to 
cope  with  the  constantly  increasing  workload  without  adding  to  staff 
or  to  expenditures. 

Bureau  operations 

Collections. — Eevenue  collected  by  Customs  during  fiscal  1968 
reached  an  alltime  high  of  $2.9  billion — an  8.4-percent  rise  over  1967. 
This  included  customs  duty  collections,  excise  taxes  on  imported  mer- 
chandise collected  for  the  Internal  Revenue  Service,  and  certain  mis- 
cellaneous collections.  Collections  and  payments  by  customs  regions 
and  districts  are  contained  in  the  Statistical  Appendix.  The  major 
classes  of  all  collections  made  by  the  Customs  Bureau  are  also  shown  in 
that  volume.  The  cost  of  collecting  each  $100  was  $3.09  compared  with 
$3.27  in  fiscal  1967. 

Carriers  and  fersons  entering. — Nearly  214  million  persons  wei'e 
subject  to  customs  inspection  during  fiscal  1968,  a 5.8-percent  increase 
in  persons  arriving  and  a 5.9-percent  increase  in  carriers  over  fiscal 
1967.  (Seethe  Statistical  Appendix.) 

Entries  of  merchandise. — Both  the  volume  and  -v'alue  of  imports 
continued  to  climb,  with  the  value  reaching  $29.5  billion  in  fiscal  1968 
compared  with  $26.4  billion  last  year — an  increase  of  11.7  percent.  The 
volume  and  type  of  entries  handled  during  the  last  2 fiscal  years  are 
shown  in  the  Statistical  Appendix. 

A total  of  38.3  percent  of  all  imjDorts  entering  the  United  States 
during  the  year  -w-ere  duty  free  ancl  included  commodities  imported 
free  for  Government  stockpile  purposes  or  authorized  for  free  entry 
by  special  acts  of  Congress.  The  remaining  61.7  percent  were  sub- 
ject to  duty. 
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[Automatic  data  processing. — During  the  year  the  process  of  phas- 
ing-in the  revenue  and  appropriation  accounting  system  was  sub- 
stantially advanced.  The  first  6 months  were  occupied  with  extensive 
reprograming  that  was  required  to  make  the  system  operational.  To- 
ward the  end  of  , the  6-month  period,  the  system  became  totally  opera- 
tional in  three  regions  with  the  discontinuance  of  manual  accounting. 
Two  more  regions  had  been  added  to  the  system  by  the  fiscal  yearend. 

The  Bureau  continued  the  system  design  of  a computerized  report 
of  importer’s  bond  coverage,  in-bond  shipment  control  system,  and 
produced  reports  of  user  charges  for  management  use. 

In  addition,  a request  for  proposals  was  developed  to  conduct  a fea- 
sibility study  for'  the  automation  of  formal  entry  processing  and  mer- 
chandise control.  The  Bureau  is  also  engaged  in  an  experimental  study 
with  Pan  American  and  Emery  Air  Freight  to  automate  the  clearance 
of  manifests  on  certain  cargo  flights  at  the  John  F.  Kennedy  Interna- 
tional Airport  in  New  York. 

During  fiscal  1968,  30  key  managers  attended  a 1-week  ADP  con- 
cepts course.  A training  plan  for  management  analysts,  operations  offi- 
cers, and  other  technicians  in  the  fundamentals  of  ADP  systems  design 
and  analysis  was  developed. 

In  order  to  provide  greater  overall  direction  to  the  Bureau’s  ADP 
program,  a planning  committee  was  established  with  the  mission  of 
developing  a long-range  program  for  automating  customs  activities. 
The  connnittee  is  composed  of  key  Bureau  and  field  officials. 

Audits. — During  fiscal  1968,  319  offices  were  examined  and  103  in- 
ternal audit  reports  Avere  made.  A total  of  306  commercial  audits  of 
brokers  and  39  cost  systems  audits  (avooI)  were  made;  46,904  liquida- 
tions were  verified  taking  3,547  corrective  actions  and  an  audit  sur- 
vey of  the  ADP  system  was  completed,  including  its  services  to  the 
accounting  functions  of  the  customs  regions.  A report  was  made  which 
pointed  up  the  need  for  data  control,  management  control,  and  more 
effective  services  to  regional  customs  accountants. 

Security. — The  fruits  of  continued  efforts  to  improve  the  overall 
Bureau  secui’ity  program  became  more  apparent  during  the  year.  In- 
spections of  Bureau  headquarters  and  many  field  offices  by  Department 
of  the  Treasury  officials  failed  to  disclose  any  major  deficiencies. 
Customs' was  commended  on  seA'^eral  occasions  for  improving  its  se- 
curity measures. 

A new  category  of  investigation,  initiated  in  fiscal  1967,  has  noAv 
been  evaluated.  Its  purpose  aa'os  to  explore  and  make  preliminary 
checks  of  information  or  allegations  to  insure  that  personnel  conduct 
investigations  Avere  not  opened  unless  warranted.  The  category  further 
served  as  a factfinding  means  to  inquire  into  broad,  overall  conditions 
pertaining  to  general  conduct,  irregularities,  and  procedural  matters 
affecting  public  confidence.  It  has  proygd  beneficial  both  to  customs 
employees  and  management  by  giving  added  protection  to  the  rights 
of  employees  as  Avell  as  eliminating  unnecessary  Avork  caused  by  the 
formal  processing:  of  conduct  investigations. 

Publication  of  the  Bureau  of  Customs  “Security  Manual”  Avas  a 
major  accomplishment  during  the  year. 

Equal  employment  opportAvrdiy. — During  fiscal  1968  the  Bureau 
of  Customs  introduced  a new  self-evaluation  and  reporting  system 
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that  provides  a uniform  communication  channel  bet^\•een  the  Bureau 
and  field  offices  for  the  transmission  of  j>rogram  information.  The  plan 
for  the  field  and  Bureau  headquarters  was  updated  to  meet  local  needs 
and  resources  and  to  encompass  the  Federal  women’s  program.  The 
number  of  minority  group  and  female  employees  holding  responsible 
positions  grew  steadily. 

Foreign  Customs  Assistance. — The  largest  overseas  concentration 
of  Customs  advisors  continues  to  be  in  Vietnam.  U.S.  Customs  had  con- 
tracted to  supply  26  men,  but  the  number  had  been  reduced  to  16  by 
the  end  of  fiscal  1968  (because  of  AID  budget  restrictions) . Their  mis- 
sion was  the  institutional  development  of  Vietnamese  Customs  Serv- 
ice ; the  monitoring  of  the  commercial  import  program ; and  supervi- 
sion of  the  Societe  de  Surveillance,  an  organization  under  contract  to 
the  U.S.  Government  performing  commodity  inspections  of  bulk 
merchandise. 

At  the  end  of  fiscal  1968  five  teams  were  operating  in  Latin  Amer- 
ica and  one  man  was  in  Liberia.  One  man  was  assigned  to  Afghanistan 
and  one  to  the  Philippines. 

During  fiscal  1968,  32  countries  sent  171  Customs  officers  to  the 
United  States  for  training.  This  training  in  customs  techniques  is 
designed  to  enable  these  officers  to  develop  more  efficient  customs  serv- 
ice in  their  home  countries,  eventually  enhancing  the  economic  inde- 
pendence and  viability  of  these  countries. 

Planning  and  research. — The  installation  of  a comprehensive  man- 
agement information  system  was  begun  in  fiscal  1968.  Random  time 
sampling  of  customs  activities  was  installed  in  the  New  York  and 
Miami  regions. 

Initial  study  of  the  possibility  of  increasing  importers’  voluntary 
compliance  in  payment  of  customs  duties  was  completed  in  fiscal  1968 
and  some  beneficial  results  were  obtained.  Studies  also  were  initiated 
to  help  determine  an  optimal  rate  of  mail  examination  to  insure  ade- 
quate enforcement  and  maximum  revenue. 

Methods  for  developing  accurate  econometric  forecasts  of  imports, 
by  quantity  and  value,  were  explored  to  aid  management  in  making 
planning  decisions.  A model  for  1-year  forecasts  of  imports  and  cus- 
toms collections  was  developed.  Work  on  this  was  closely  coordinated 
with  the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers,  the  Office  of  Business  Eco- 
nomics, other  parts  of  Treasury,  and  other  interested  agencies. 

Fcudlities  management. — In  collaboration  with  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service,  four  employee  residences  were  completed 
in  North  Dakota.  One  border  station  in  New  York,  two  residences  in 
Maine,  and  three  residences  in  Montana  ivere  imder  construction  or 
nearing  completion  by  the  end  of  fiscal  1968. 

A concept  study  for  a new  border  station  at  Champlain,  N.Y.,  was 
reviewed  and  approved. 

Plans  for  major  improvements  to  customs  facilities  prepared  by 
GSA  were  reviewed  for  the  Alaska  Highway  Station ; Calexico,  Calif. ; 
San  Ysidro,  Calif.;  Douglas,  Ariz.;  and  Massena,  N.Y.  Space  require- 
ments for  future  major  facilities  were  forwarded  to  GSA  for  Blaine, 
Wash.;  Laredo,  Tex.;  B.  & M.  Bridge,  Brownsville,  Tex.;  Wellesley 
Island,  N.Y. ; and  Detroit-Canada  Tunnel,  Detroit,  Mich. 
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Personnel. — Employee  organizations  have  increased  their  competi- 
tion with  each  other  to  organize  and  to  secure  exclusive  recognition 
for  customs  employees.  Exclusive  recognition  was  granted  in  five  cus- 
toms regions  during  the  year.  Petitions  for  exclusive  recognition  in 
other  regions  and  districts  have  resulted  in  four  requests  for  formal 
arbitration. 

Incentive  awards. — A total  of  1,824  suggestions  were  received  in 
1968,  of  which  45'7  were  adopted.  The  tangible  savings  for  1968  totaled 
$147,198,  and  $17,350  was  paid  in  awards. 

There  were  141  Superior  Work  Performance  Awards  and  119  Spe- 
cial Act  or  Service  Awards  during  the  year. 

Training. — Customs  training  during  fiscal  1968  was  directed  to- 
ward program  improvement  and  development.  Of  major  significance 
was  the  development  of  an  “executive  development  program”  geared 
to  the  needs  of  each  customs  executive.  The  Bureau’s  12-week  course 
for  import  specialists  was  reduced  to  8 weeks  without  loss  of  effective- 
ness.. It  is  estimated  that  savings  of  $7,200  per  course  will  accrue  from 
this  change. 

The  Kennedy  Round  required  so  many  changes  that  a major  revi- 
sion had  to  be  made  to  the  Inspectors  Rate  Book,  which  is  also  used  as 
a teaching  tool  in  the  Bureau’s  basic  inspector  training  course.  All  of 
the  rate  (manges  wliich  are  expected  to  occur  during  the  next  4 years 
are  contained  in  the  one  b<x>k,  thus  eliminating  the  necessity  for  an- 
]iual  revision. 

The  New  York  Region  II,  as  a part  of  its  orientation  program,  pre- 
pared letters  of  welcome  for  new  employees  as  well  as  an  attractive 
orientation  kit.  A reference  library  of  school  catalogs  and  correspond- 
ence courses  has  been  established  with  bulletins  issued  advising  em- 
ployees that  this  material  is  available.  Employee  development  special- 
ists have  counseled  interested  employees. 

San  Francisco  Region  established  a lending  library  of  some  70  books 
on  management,  training,  personnel,  psychology,  and  accounting  which 
are  available  to  the  many  customs  employees  located  at  border  ports. 

The  Los  Angeles  Region  has  been  operating  1-day  workshops  for 
supervisors  to  aid  them  in  personnel  management.  Twelve  training 
courses  were  also  conducted  with  over  750  employees  attending.  In  the 
Boston  Region  a total  of  5,546  man-hours  were  devoted  to  training. 

Marine. — Because  of  the  transfer  of  certain  functions  from  Customs 
to  Coast  Guard,  some  statutes  are  to  be  administered  by  it  and  some  by 
Customs.  A proposal  has  ibeen  prepared  outlining  each  agency’s 
responsibility. 

Antidumping  and  cowntervaUing  duties. — The  antidumping  regu- 
lations were  rewritten  and  consolidated  into  a single  part  of  the  Cus- 
toms regulations.  The  change  was  made  contemporaneously  with 
amendments  to  accommodate  to  the  accelerated  procedures  of  the  In- 
ternational Anti-Dumping  Code  which  was  adopted  by  the  United 
States  on  June  30,  1967,  and  which  entered  into  force  July  1,  1968. 

An  amendment  to  the  Customs  regulations  (19  CFR  16.24)  provides 
for  the  issuance  of  a notice  that  a countervailing  duty  procedure  is 
being  initiated  to  determine  whether  a bounty  or  grant  is  being  paid  or 
bestowed  within  the  meaning  of  19  U.S.C.  1303. 
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Thirteen  dumping  complaints  were  received  this  fiscal  year  and  11 
cases  closed.  Nineteen  cases  remained  on  hand  at  the  yearend.  Five 
cases  were  referred  to  the  Tariff  Commission  and  determinations  as  to 
inju^  were  pending  at  the  end  of  the  year.  One  finding  of  dumping 
was  issued. 

Three  countervailing  duty  orders  were  issued  during  this  fiscal  year. 
They  were  on  canned  tomato  paste  from  France;  canned  tomatoes  and 
canned  tomato  concentrates  from  Italy;  aaid  welded  steel  wire  mesh 
from  Italy. 

T ariff  classification. — Over  8,400  written  replies  to  inquiries  on  tariff 
classification  were  made.  Of  these,  435  were  of  sufficient  importance 
to  be  published  as  sunomaries  of  Bureau  rulings  in  the  “Customs  Bulle- 
tin.” Applications  for  free  entry  of  696  scientific  instruments  and 
apparatus  were  processed. 

Regulations. — During  fiscal  1968  major  progress  was  made  in  pre- 
paring the  revised  Customs  regulations  necessary  to  accurately  re- 
flect the  changes  brought  about  by  the  President’s  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  1 of  1965. 

Drawback. — The  total  drawback  allowance  paid  during  fiscal  1968 
amounted  to  $48,634,837,  as  reflected  in  the  Statistical  Appendix. 
Drawback  allowance  on  the  exportation  of  merchandise  manufactured 
from  imported  materials  amounts  to  99  percent  of  the  customs  duties 
paid  at  the  time  the  goods  are  entered. 

Among  the  more  significant  actions  in  the  drawback  field  was  a 
decision  by  the  Bureau  that  the  launching  of  a communications  satel- 
lite into  orbit  in  outer  space  constitutes  an  exportation  entitling  draw- 
back payment  on  the  satellite.  Thus  drawback,  which  reportedly  had 
its  origin  in  the  reign  of  Louis  XIV  of  France  (1661-1715)  may  be 
said  to  liave  entered  the  space  age. 

A customs  committee  has  been  working  on  plans  to  accelerate  pay- 
ment of  drawback  claims.  A notice  was  published  in  the  “Federal 
Register”  proposing  to  amend  the  drawback  regulations  to  permit  the 
payment  of  drawback  claimed  on  the  basis  of  estimated  duties  and  to 
eliminate  the  certificate  of  importation  from  the  drawback  program. 

Pro iieste.— Protests  filed  by  importers  against  the  rate  and  amount  of 
duty  assessed  and  appeals  for  reappraisement  filed  by  importers  who 
did  not  agree  with  the  customs  officers  on  the  value  of  merchandise 
are  shown  in  the  following  table. 


Protests  and  appeals 

1967 

1968 

Percentage 
increase,  or 
decrease  (— ) 

Protests: 

68, 260 

86, 419 
110,913 
21,010 

26  6 

Filed  with  district  dhectors  by  importers  (informal) 

Appeals  for  reappraisement  filed  with  district  directors 

78;  189 

23,907 

41.  9 
-12. 1 

Penalties. — Decisions  were  made  on 

938  penalty 

cases  in 

1968.  A 

total  of  $102,639  was  paid  to  57  informers  for  a recovery  of  $542,819.08 
to  the  Government.  The  amount  of  penalties  assessed  totaled  nearly 
$68.5  million. 

318-223—69 7 
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Penalty  cases,  fiscal  year  1968 


Type  of  case 


Full  statutory 
Number  liability  of 
violators 


Penalty  and  forfeiture : 749  $64, 742, 841 

Liquidated  damages 189  3,727,670 


Total. 


938  68,470,411 


Net  liability  imposed  by  penalty  decisions,  1967  and  1968 


Type  of  case  1967  1968 

Penalty  and  forfeiture  cases $3,800,798  $3,110,828 

Liquidated  damages 201,349  149,249 

Total 4,002,147  3,260,077 


Restricted  merchandise. — ^About  2,150  cases  pertaining  to  a variety 
of  import  restrictions,  prohibitions,  or  controls  were  received  aird 
handled.  These  included  country  of  origin  markings  and  labeling; 
use  of  foreign  convict  labor;  trademarks,  copyrights  and  patents; 
obscenity  matters,  contraceptive  devices,  and  lottery  and  seditious 
materials ; birds  and  plumage  or  eggs,  and  wild  animals ; switchblade 
knives ; Federal  and  State  liquor  laws ; and  technical  matters  arising 
under  the  International  Coffee  Agreement. 

A total  of  150  trademarks,  trade  names  (renewals  and  assignments) 
and  44  copyrights  were  recorded.  Fifteen  patent  import  surveys  were 
initiated  or  renewed. 

In  litigation  the  U.S.  Supreme  Couit  in  effect  sustained  the  judicial 
decision  in  lower  coiuts  which  held  inadmissible  imported  knives 
which  by  manipulation  can  be  made  to  open  automatically  through 
insignificant  alterations,  as  the  evidence  demonstrated  that  a primary 
purpose  was  for  use  as  a weapon. 

Entrance  and  clearance  of  vessels. — The  following  table  compares 
entrances  and  clearances  of  vessels  for  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968. 


Vessel  movements 

1967 

1968 

Percentage 
decrease  (— ) 

Entrances: 

Direct  from  foreign  ports 

Via  other  domestic  ports 

51,189 

42,880 

50, 412 
41,121 

-1.5 
-4. 1 

Total 

94,069 

91,  533 

-2.7 

Clearances: 

49, 737 

49, 199 
40, 402 

—1. 1 

43i 476 

— 7. 1 

Total 

93, 213 

89, 601 

-3.9 

Management  analysis'. — ^A  complete  analysis  was  made  of  the  report- 
ing practices  of  the  Bureau  of  Customs.  Determinations  were  made 
'as  to  origin  and  destination  of  the  reports,  content,  authority,  et  cetera. 
It  was  found  there  were  557  reporting  forms,  leading  to  309,357  report 
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preparations.  Nineteen  reports  had  been  eliminated  by  the  fiscal 
year  end. 

Emergency  Planning  Manual,  Part  I,  was  completely  revised  and 
issued  to  employees. 

Management  analysis  program  guidelines  were  prepared  and  issued 
to  the  field. 

Three  regional  surveys  were  made. 

Containerization. — Public  Law  89-194,  approved  iSepteinber  21, 
1965,  permitted  vessels  of  countries  which  granted  reciprocal  privileges 
to  vessels  of  the  United  States  to  transport  empty  cargo  vans  and  ship- 
ping tanks  between  U.S.  ports,  under  certain  circumstances.  During 
the  year,  the  Customs  Eegulations  were  amended  to  provide  that  ves- 
sels of  Ireland,  Polish  People’s  Eepublic,  and  France  may  transport 
such  cargo  vans  and  tanks  between  U.S.  ports. 

General  guidelines  were  issued  covering  the  entry,  clearance  and 
coastwise  laws  for  Lash-type  I'essel  operations.  These  vessels  would 
carry  smaller  barges  in  foreign  trade  loaded  with  cargo  to  be  delivered 
from  or  to  the  Lash  vessels. 

In  connection  with  the  entrj',  movement,  and  use  of  containers  in  the 
United  States  as  instruments  of  international  traffic,  guidelines  were 
established  to  assure  compliance  with  the  applicable  laws  and  regaila- 
tions.  The  extent  to  ivhich  containers  in  international  traffic  might  be 
controlled  and  used  in  the  United  States  under  applicable  law  was 
also  studied  in  connection  with  programs  of  international  organiza- 
tions to  facilitate  the  use  of  containers  in  all  countries. 

In  the  New  York  Region  not  only  has  the  volume  of  cargo  moving 
in  containers  increased  and  become  a significant  aspect  of  their  opera- 
tions, but  during  1968  over  40  new  vessels  or  newly  redesigned  vessels 
for  transportation  of  containerized  cargo  arrived  at  the  port  of  New 
York,  including  Newark,  N.J.  In  the  Los  Angeles  district  there  was  a 
30-percent  increase  in  containerized  cargo.  An  entirely  new  and  mod- 
ern container  terminal  has  been  built  and  another  modernized  at  the 
port  of  Norfolk,  Va.  The  port  of  Baltimore  has  three  bonded  container 
stations  in  operation.  A new  terminal  has  been  put  into  operation  at 
Philadelphia.  Two  inspectors  have  been  assigned  exclusively  to  con- 
tainer stations  in  San  Francisco  and  additional  assignments  were 
planned  for  early  in  fiscal  1969,  when  major  container  facilities  be- 
come operational.  A regional  container  committee  is  represented  at 
industi'y  meetings. 

The  Bureau  of  Customs  has  undertaken  various  programs  aimed  at 
coordination  of  customs  responsibilities  with  the  goal  of  containeri- 
zation. The  movement  of  containers  has  been  the  subject  of  continuing 
conferences  between  the  U.S.  Customs  Service  and  the  Customs  serv- 
ices of  other  countries.  A continuing  study  is  underway  in  anticipation 
of  changes  in  present  procedures  to  meet  the  impact  of  containerization. 

Appraisement  and  collections. — The  entry  form  which,  among  other 
important  benefits,  will  consolidate  21  existing  forms,  has  been  sent 
to  the  field  for  evaluation  and  study.  The  monthly  entry  form  is  also 
under  study. 

Mail  operations. — The  completion  of  the  initial  phase  of  the  con- 
solidation last  year  has  led  to  the  planning  for  improving  existing 
mail  facilities  in  order  to  more  efficiently  meet  the  goals  of  mail  proc- 
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essing  at  the  port  of  first  arrival.  Plans  underway  jointly  with  the 
Post  Office  Department  are  well  established  for  new  facilities  at  var- 
ious sites  throughout  the  country.  Preliminary  planning  has  been 
undertaken  at  Atlanta  and  Dallas.  Initial  planning  has  also  been  ac- 
complished for  new  airport  mail  facilities  at  Dallas  and  the  Seattle- 
Tacoma  Airport. 

Construction  was  well  undeinvay  at  the  end  of  fiscal  1968  for  two 
new  major  mail  processing  facilities,  the  new  Morgan  Annex  located 
in  midtown  Manhattan  and  the  other  at  Kennedy  Airport.  Both  units 
will  utilize  the  most  sophisticated  mechanized  mail  handling  and  sorta- 
tion  equipment.  A new  surface  mail  facility  at  Oakland  was  under 
construction  at  the  fiscal  yearend  and  the  new  airport  facility  at  Los 
Angeles  was  to  open  shortly. 

A mechanized  parcel  handling  system  was  installed  at  W ashington, 
D.C.,  and  the  updating  of  the  mechanized  system  at  Chicago  is  in 
process. 

During  fiscal  1968,  the  number  of  foreign  mail  parcels  rose  1.9  per- 
cent from  55,052,498  to  56,126,729.  The  addition  of  72  positions  in  the 
mail  divisions  during  the  year  helped  to  raise  the  number  of  mail  en- 
tries written  from  1,549,231  to  1,855,550,  or  19.7  percent. 

Commodity  specialization. — One  of  the  most  significant  features  of 
the  1965  reorganization  w-as  the  introduction  of  commodity  speciali- 
zation which  unified  the  chain  of  command  for  the  clearance  and  as- 
sessment of  duties  on  imported  merchandise.  During  fiscal  1968  an 
appraisement  task  force  produced  “Fundamentals  of  Duty  Assess- 
ment,” an  excellent  manual  of  instruction  for  import  specialists.  Based 
on  this  new  text,  a full-time  8-week  program  of  instruction  has  been 
completed. 

The  Bureau  participates  in  inteniational  and  interagency  affairs 
as  the  Government’s  representative  in  the  cotton  textile  arrangement. 
It  collects  information,  meets  with  other  agencies,  supplies  written 
rulings,  establishes  and  coordinates  import  controls,  takes  steps  to 
prevent  tnansshipment  of  restrained  textiles,  and  has  established  a 
special  procedure  to  identify  differences  of  opinion  regarding  the  class- 
ification of  cotton  textile  imports  from  Hong  Kong. 

With  respect  to  imported  motor  vehicles,  the  Bureau  is  responsible 
for  the  administration  of  the  Motor  Vehicle  Air  Pollution  Control  Act 
and  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act.  Regulations 
were  coordinated  with  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  the  Department  of  Transportation,  and  other  offices  of  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury  prior  to  the  issuance  of  instructions  to 
the  field  of  new  standards  governing  such  vehicles. 

The  Canadian  Querj^  Program  is  designed  to  assist  Canadian  finns 
to  arrive  at  a better  understanding  of  U.S.  Customs  laws.  During  1968, 
a total  of  36  inquiries  were  processed. 

The  continuing  embargo  on  all  goods  of  Cuban  origin  was  the  basis 
for  special  procedures  regarding  tobacco  and  tobacco  products.  A 
total  of  23,831  special  samplings  of  tobacco  and  1,069  of  cigars  sus- 
pected of  being  made  in  Cuba  w^ere  handled  in  1968. 

Quotas. — During  tlie  year  110  absolute  and  tariff-rate  quotas  were 
administered,  under  specific  Presidential  proclamation  and  legisla- 
tion. Two  quotas  were  imposed  under  the  International  Coffee  Agree- 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


ADMINISTRATIVE  REPORTS 


73 


ment  Act  of  1965;  five  iindei'  the  Philippine  Trade  Agreeanent  Act 
of  1955,  and  158  involving  16  foreign  countries  imposed  under  the 
Long-Term  Cotton  Textile  Arrangement.  Presidential  Proclamation 
3856,  dated  June  10, 1968,  resulted  in  the  establislnnent  of  10  a;bsolute 
quotas  on  milk  .and  cream,  condeaised  or  evaporated,  administered  on 
a country  allocation  system. 

Fibers  administration. — In  striving  for  unifoimity  in  identification, 
grade,  and  conditions  of  wool  imports,  9,07&  reports  were  analyzed 
during  the  year.  Samples  of  wool  submitted  for  an  opinion  as  to 
identity,  condition,  grade,  and  yield  totaled  612.  There  were  462  sam- 
ples of  manmade  fibers  and  waste  samples,  plus  samples  of  wool 
wastes,  examined  for  opinions  on  identity,  advisory  classification  and 
quota  status.  In  addition,  a total  of  34  raw  cashmere  and  raw  camel 
hair  samples  were  received  from  official  government  agencies  in  the 
United  Kingdom  and  Belgium. 

Customs  districts  are  advised  on  the  classification  of  those  products 
processed  from  duty-free  wool  under  the  Tariff  Schedules. 

Backlogs  o-f  entries  and  invoices. — Total  invoices  received  during 
1968  increased  5.5  percent  from  3,981,806  ^ to  4,201,102.  During  this 
period  the  backlog  of  invoices  on  hand  increased  21.6  percent  from 
317,935  to  386,495  due  in  part  to  the  increased  workload  and  in  part 
to  personnel  shorta.ges  resulting  from  year-long  budgetary  restric- 
tions. Increases  in  the  backlog  occurred  in  all  regions  except  Miami 
and  New  Orleans. 

The  backlog  of  unliquidated  entries  continued  to  be  reduced  dur- 
ing 1968.  The  overall  percentage  decrease  was  3.2  percent  with  the 
largest  decline  occurring  in  Eegion  IV,  Miami.  The  1967  backlog  was 
935,076  and  the  1968  backlog  904,987.  A total  of  2,398,175  entries  were 
filed. 

Customs  Information  Exchange. — ^There  were  2,209  catalogs,  price 
lists,  and  other  value  data  of  foreign  manufacturers  and  shippers  re- 
ceived, reproduced  and  disseminatSi  by  the  C.I.E.  during  the  period 
under  review.  A total  of  172  foreign  and  local  inquiry  reports  were 
processed.  Two  hundred  ninety-two  advance  reports  were  received 
from  various  import  specialists. 

Also,  there  Avere  861  leports  of  value  changes  sent  to  district  direc- 
tors of  ports  where  similar  shipments  Avere  received. 

Export  control. — Export  control  proceduies  Avere  reviewed.  The 
monthly  export  declaration  previously  applicable  only  to  the  motor 
companies  in  the  port  of  Detroit  Avas  expanded  to  all  ports  on  the 
Canadian  border.  Studies  are  being  made  to  establish  methods  to'  make 
this  system  available  to  other  exporters. 

The  Bureau  of  Customs  participated  Avith  the  Bureau  of  Census 
and  the  Office  of  Export  Control  in  a project  which  resulted  in  the 
elimination  of  the  requirement  for  filing  shipper’s  export  declarations 
for  shipments  valued  at  less  than  $100. 

Laboratories. — A total  of  160,315  samples  Avere  analyzed  by  the 
laboratories  in  1968  compared  to  143,577  in  1967.  There  were  21,368 
samples  taken  from  customs  seizures,  mostly  narcotic  drugs  and  other 
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prohibited  articles;  130  samples  of  new  types  of  merchandise  analyzed 
to  develop  facts  on  which  to  base  tariff  classifications;  and  14,027 
samples  tested  on  behalf  of  other  Government  agencies. 

During  1968  customs  chemists  spent  2,686  man-hours  in  court  testi- 
fying  as  expert  witnesses  in  cases  where  their  testimony  was  required 
to  present  technical  facts  needed  by  the  Government.  The  majority  of 
their  time  was  spent  on  narcotic  cases. 

The  policy  of  equipping  laboratories  with  advanced  analytical 
instruments  continued  during  1968.  Among  the  major  items  acquired 
were:  X-ray  spectrograph;  ultraviolet  spectrophotometer;  infrared 
spectrophotometer;  emission  spectrograph  with  accessories;  gas 
chromatograph  with  accessories;  ultraviolet- visible  spectrophotom- 
eter ; and  an  electrolytic  analyzer. 

Work  continued  on  methods  to  analyze  multicomponent  blends  of 
textile  fibers;  and  improved  methods  of  fluorspar  analysis  are  also 
under  development. 

Tentative  approval  was  granted  for  the  use  of  a 20,000-pound  capac- 
ity tank  scale  of  the  Sazerac  Co.,  Inc.,  Neav  Orleans,  La.,  for  determin- 
ing the  dutiable  quantities  of  distilled  spirits. 

International  conferences. — Customs  Bureau  officials  represented  the 
United  States  as  delegates  or  observers  at  meetings  of  the  Permanent 
Technical  Committee  of  the  Customs  Cooperation  Council  at  Brussels, 
Belgium ; the  Inland  Transport  Committee  and  its  subsidiary  organs 
of  the  Economic  Commission  for  Europe  at  Geneva;  and  the  Working 
Group  on  Facilitation  of  the  Intergovernmental  Maritime  Consulta- 
tive Organization.  Documentation  was  drafted  for  presentation  to  the 
Seventh  Session  of  the  Facilitation  Division  of  the  International  Civil 
Aviation  Organization  held  at  Montreal. 

Improved  service  to  the  public. — In  keeping  with  the  administra- 
tion’s policy  of  improving  service  to  the  traveling  public  and  making 
foreign  visitors  feel  welcome,  the  four  inspectional  agencies.  Customs, 
Public  Flealth  Service,  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  and  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  jointly  initiated  a “One-Stop”  inspection 
system,  at  the  coimtry’s  number  one  air  gateway — the  John  F.  Ken- 
nedy International  Airport  at  New  York,  and  at  San  Antonio,  Tex., 
early  in  June. 

The  system,  proposed  after  a study  by  a special  port  of  entry  task 
force  representing  the  four  agencies,  was  designed  to  cope  with  the 
sharp  rise  in  international  travel  occasioned  by  the  oncoming  use  of 
“jumbo  jet”  aircraft.  It  provides  for  examination  by  a single  officer 
for  the  four  inspectional  agencies  and  is  backed  by  necessary  monitor- 
ing and  secondary  operations  by  specialists  from  each  agency. 

President  Johnson  praised  the  system  and  announced  that  the  clear- 
ance time  for  the  average  passenger  arriving  at  Kennedy  Interna- 
tional has  been  reduced  from  45  minutes  to  16  minutes. 

Besides  speeding  up  clearance  procedures,  the  new  system  has 
resulted  in  better  enforcement  especially  by  Customs  and  Agriculture. 

More  rapid  handling  of  merchandise  and  more  prompt  release  of 
shipments  to  importers  were  achieved  throughout  the  Customs  Service 
during  fiscal  1968. 
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The  headquarters  office  of  the  Alaska  district  was  moved  from 
Juneau  to  Anchorage  in  order  to  facilitate  work  in  that  district. 
Studies  were  made  that  led  to  the  establishment  of  Washington,  D.C., 
as  a separate  district  on  July  1, 1968. 

Public  information. — The  increasing  demands  on  the  Customs  Serv- 
ice to  process  people  and  merchandise  were  reflected  in  the  need  for 
an  intensified  and  somewhat  expanded  information  program.  The 
major  themes  emphasized  were  that  the  Bureau  is  adapting  its  orga- 
nizational structure  to  make  it  more  responsive  to  the  needs  of  the 
people;  that  customs  laws  require  voluntar3r  compliance;  and  that 
customs  is  cooperating  in  making  foreign  visitors  feel  welcome. 

During  the  year  thousands  of  inquiries  received  from  the  public 
by  phone  or  by  mail  were  satisfied.  Queries  from  writers,  editors,  radio 
and  TV  commentators,  and  authors  of  books  and  magazine  articles 
were  handled  with  the  assistance  of  technical  specialists  at  the  Bureau 
and  in  the  field.  An  occupational  brief  on  “Customs  Workers”  was 
prepared  for  Science  Research  Associates. 

The  Bureau  issued  a new  edition  of  “U.S.  Customs  & You,”  designed 
especially  for  students  studying  government,  which  received  wide  dis- 
tribution in  schools  throughout  the  country.  A booklet,  “The  Customs 
Story,”  designed  for  adults  interested  in  customs  was  also  produced. 

New  publications  included  a Chinese  language  edition  of  “Customs 
Hints  for  Nonresidents;”  a Spanish  language  edition  of  “Customs 
Hints  for  Returning  Residents”  (abbreviated) ; “Import  Quotas;” 
and  a folder  “Why  Your  Import  Is  Detained !” 

A poster  on  the  dangers  of  importing  harmful  pests  in  fruit  and 
meat  was  suggested  by  a customs  inspector,  and  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  prepared  the  poster,  which  was  distributed  throughout 
the  Customs  Service. 

“Customs  Today”  was  issued  regularly  to  all  customs  employees ; and 
a sampling  of  news  items  about  customs  was  sent  to  all  offices  via 
“Press  Digest.” 

Investigative  activities 

The  Customs  Agency  Service  is  the  primary  enforcement  arm  of  the 
Bureau.  During  fiscal  1968  extensive  improvements  and  moderniza- 
tion were  made  in  its  radio  communication  system.  A radio  “link” 
system  was  designed  and  equipment  purchased  for  the  Southern 
California  area  which  will  provide  two-way  communications  among 
and  between  official  vehicles  and  offices  in  Calexico,  San  Ysidro,  San 
Diego,  and  Los  Angeles.  A complete  radio  system  was  established  in 
Corpus  Christi,  Tex.  A 23-foot  motorboat  seized  in  Miami  was  for- 
feited to  the  Government  and  assigned  to  the  office  of  the  customs 
agent-in-charge,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.,  for  official  use.  The  Miami, 
Fla.,  office  acquired  a 10-foot  boat  which  was  assigned  for  official  use 
to  San  Juan,  P.R. 

A German  shepherd  dog  trained  to  detect  the  odor  of  marihuana 
was  used  on  an  experimental  basis  along  the  Mexican  boixler.  The  dog 
proved  effective  in  detecting  marihuana  in  automobiles  and  in  mail 
packages,  and  a number  of  seizures  were  made  with  his  assistance. 
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Arrests. — The  following  table  shows  the  number  of  arrests  and  dis- 
positions during  the  last  2 fiscal  years. 


' Activity 

Fiscal  years 

Percentage 
increase,  or 
decrease  (— ) 

1967 

1968 

Persons  under  or  awaiting  indictment  at  begiiming  of  year 

1,382 

1,887 

36.5 

Arrests 

3, 374 

4, 343 

28.7 

Turned  over  to  other  agencies 

1, 009 

1,164 

15.  4 

464 

596 

28.4 

Not  indicted 

12 

11 

-8.3 

Convictions.  

1,137 

1, 316 

15.7 

179 

346 

93.3 

Nolle  pressed * 

78 

157 

101.3 

Persons  under  or  awaiting  indictment  at  end  of  year 

1,877 

2, 640 

40.6 

Oases  investigated. — The  number  and  types  of  cases  investigated 
under  customs,  navigation,  and  related  laws  enforced  by  Customs  in- 
creased 3.7  percent  over  fiscal  year  1967,  from  26,993  cases  to  27,989, 
as  shown  in  the  Statistical  Appendix. 

Seizures.,  general. — There  were  28,566  seizures  made  during  the  year, 
excluding  narcotics  and  marihuana. 

Seizures.,  narcotics  and  marihuana. — An  alltime  record  in  seizures 
of  heroiin,  cocaine,  and  marihuana  was  established  in  fiscal  1968.  The 
amount  of  heroin  seized  was  up  215  percent  over  1967,  cocaine  was  up 
143  percent,  and  marihuana  at  over  35  tons  represented  an  increase  of 
166  percent. 

In  adhieving  these  results  customs  agents  conducted  9,226  narcotic 
investigations,  1,980  more  than  last  year.  Arrests  increased  from  3,374 
to  4,343,  an  increase  of  969.  There  were  179  more  convictions,  up  from 
1,137  to  1,316.  The  majority  were  along  the  Mexican  border  in  the 
Houston,  Tex.,  anid  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  regions. 

The  following  table  gives  the  details  of  narcotic  and  marihuana 
seizures. 


Fiscal  years  Percentage 

Seizures  increase,  or 

1967  1968  decrease  (— ) 


Narcotic  drugs  (weight  in  gi-ams); 

Heroin 

Number  of  seizures 

Raw  opium 

Number  of  seizures 

Smoking  opium 

Number  of  seizures 

Others 

Number  of  seizures 

Marihuana: 

Bulk  (grams). 

N umber  of  seizures. 

Cigarettes  (number) 

Number  of  seizures 


35, 323 

111,741 

216.3 

225 

265 

17.8 

2, 036 

1,043 

-48.8 

9 

6 

-33.3 

2, 400 

5, 496 

129.0 

7 

15 

114.3 

18, 304 

44, 325 

142.2 

291 

259 

-11.0 

11, 935, 431 

31, 847, 395 

166.8 

1,081 

2, 010 

85.9 

1,829 

20, 802 

1,037.4 

334 

440 

31.7 

Dangerous  drugs. — Fiscal  1968  was  the  first  year  that  uniform  sta- 
tistics were  maintained  for  seizures  of  dangerous  drugs.  Quantities  are 
expressed  in  five-grain  units,  and  no  attempt  has  been  made  to  differ- 
entiate between  stimulants  consisting  principally  of  amphetamines 
and  depressants,  the  barbiturates,  tranquilizers,  etc.  During  the  year 
525  seizures  were  made,  comprising  3,936,800  units,  most  of  which  were 
made  on  the  Mexican  border. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


ADMINISTRATIVE  REPORTS 


77 


Seizures,  'merchandise. — Customs  seizures  for  various  violations  of 
customs  laws  by  number  and  value  are  shown  in  the  Statistical 
Appendix. 

Foreign  trade  zones 

Customs  duties  and  internal  revenue  taxes  collected  during  fiscal 
1968  in  the  nine  zones  in  operation  amounted  to  $12,505,862. 

The  boundaries  of  Foreign  Trade  Zone  No.  9 at  Honolulu,  Hawaii, 
occupying  an  area  of  approximately  82,571  square  feet  on  pier  39, 
have  been  expanded  to  include  an  additional  23,060  square  feet  of 
covered  space  contiguous  to  the  primary  zone. 

The  following  table  summarizes  foreign  trade  zone  operations  dur- 
ing fiscal  1968. 


Received  in  zone  Delivered  from  zone  Duties  and 
Number  internal 


Trade  zone  of  Long  Long  revenue 

entries  tons  Value  tons  Value  taxes 

collected 


New  York 4,261  22,175  $37,039,602  22,638  $37,162,874  $5,885,741 

New  Orleans 5,081  27,688  24,590,382  25,375  26,942,406  2,509,266 

San  Francisco 908  4,  156  6,684,032  4,553  7,755,934  467,596 

San  Francisco  (subzone) 427  95  392,076  75  449,237  131,780 

Seattle 594  1,240  2,055,557  970  1,914,205  177,810 

Mayaguez.. 574  526  898,607  655  1,793,333  117,369 

Penuelas  (subzone) 18  368,552  6,364,839  232,986  11,122,748  212,555 

Toledo : 173  26,749  12,090,307  28,084  12,644,206  2,816,685 

Honolulu 1,878  5,144  3.754,079  4.840  2,525,145  187,060 


Cost  of  administration 

Customs  operating  expenses  amounted  to  $93,952,853,  including  ex- 
port control  expenses  and  the  cost  of  additional  inspection  reimbursed 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

The  following  table  shows  man-year  employment  data  in  the  fiscal 
years  1967  and  1968. 


Man-years  Man-years  Percentage 
Operation  1967  1968  increase,  or 

decrease  (— ) 


Regular  customs  operations: 


Nom-eimbursable 8,093  8,103  0.1 

Reimbursable  ‘ 408  432  5. 9 


Total  regular  customs  employment 8,501  8,535  .4 

Export  control 226  220  —2. 7 

Additional  inspection  for  Department  of  Agriculture 262  271  3.4 


Total  employment. 


8, 989  9, 026  . 4 


1 Salaiies  reimbursed  to  the  Government  by  the  private  firms  who  received  the  exclusive  services  of 
these  employees. 


Office  of  Director  of  Practice 

The  Office  of  the  Director  of  Practice  is  a part  of  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  is  under  the  immediate  supervision  of 
the  General  Counsel.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  in  Treasury  Depart- 
ment Circular  No.  230  (31  CFR,  Ft.  10),  the  Director  of  Practice 
institutes  and  provides  for  the  conduct  of  disciplinary  proceed- 
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ings  against  attorneys,  certified  public  accountants,  and  enrolled  agents 
who  are  alleged  to  have  engaged  in  disreputable  conduct  or  who  are 
alleged  to  have  violated  the  rules  and  regulations  regarding  practice 
before  the  Internal  Revenue  Service.  The  Director  of  Practice  also 
exercises  jurisdiction,  as  the  first  level  of  administrative  appeal,  in 
those  cases  where  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  denies  an 
application  for  enrollment  to  practice  before  the  Internal  Revenue 
Service  made  by  persons  seeking  enrollment  pursuant  to  section  10.4 
of  Circular  230. 

On  July  1, 1967,  there  were  78  cases  pending  in  the  Office  under  active 
review  and  evaluation,  two  of  which  were  awaiting  presentation  before 
a hearing  examiner.  During  the  fiscal  year,  117  new  derogatory  in- 
formation cases  were  received.  Disciplinary  action  was  taken  in  44 
cases,  either  by  the  Office  or  by  order  of  a hearing  examiner.  These 
44  actions  consisted  of  one  order  of  disbarment,  20  suspensions,  19 
reprimands,  and  four  instances  where  resignations  were  accepted  from 
enrolled  agents  to  terminate  their  eligibility  to  practice  before  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service.  The  44  actions  affected  eight  attorneys,  23 
certified  public  accountants,  and  13  enrolled  agents. 

Seven  proceedings  for  disbarment  or  suspension  were  initiated  be- 
fore a hearing  examiner  during  fiscal  1968.  Including  the  two  cases 
remaining  on  the  examiner’s  docket  from  the  previous  fiscal  year, 
there  were  nine  cases  before  the  examiner  during  fiscal  1968.  Decisions 
were  rendered  in  five  of  these  cases.  In  one  case  heard  involving  a certi- 
fied public  accountant  the  examiner  issued  an  initial  order  for  dis- 
barment. In  the  remaining  cases  heard,  the  examiner  issued . initial 
orders  for  suspension  from  practice  before  the  Internal  Revenue  Serv- 
ice. In  one  case  a motion  by  the  Director  of  Practice  to  dismiss  the 
proceeding  was  granted  by  the  examiner.  As  of  June  30,  1968,  three 
cases  were  pending  on  the  examiner’s  docket,  one  of  which  had  been 
heard  by  the  examiner  and  was  awaiting  decision  at  the  end  of  fiscal 
1968.  As  of  June  30, 1968,  50  derogatory  information  cases  were  pend- 
ing under  active  review  and  evaluation  in  the  Office. 

During  the  fiscal  year  one  applicant  appealed  to  the  Director  of 
Practice  the  denial  of  his  application  for  enrollment  by  the  'Com- 
missioner of  Internal  Revenue.  The  decision  on  appeal  M'as  pending 
asof  June  30, 1968. 

Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations 

The  Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations,  in  the  Office  of 
the  Under  Secretaiy  for  Monetary  Affairs,  assists  the  Under  Secre- 
tary in  the  formulation,  execution,  and  coordination  of  policies  and 
programs  relating  to  gold  and  silver  in  both  their  monetary  and  com- 
mercial aspects.  The  Office  administers  the  Treasury  Department  gold 
regulations  relating  to  the  purchase,  sale,  and  control  of  industrial 
gold,  gold  coin,  and  gold  certificates ; issues  licenses  and  other  authori- 
zations for  the  use,  import  and  export  of  gold,  and  for  the  importation 
and  exportation  of  gold  coin ; receives  and  examines  reports  of  opera- 
tions ; investigates  and  supervises  the  activities  of  users  of  gold ; and 
administers  the  silver  coin  regulations  relating  to  the  melting,  treating, 
and  export  of  silver  coins  of  the  United  States.  Investigations  into 
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possible  violations  of  the  gold  regulations  and  the  silver  coin  regula- 
tions are  coordinated  with  the  U.S.  Secret  Service,  the  Bureau  of 
Customs,  and  other  enforcement  agencies. 

Gold 

Purchases  of  gold  for  ind/ustrial  use  from  the  Treasury. — The  gross 
sales  of  gold,  not  including  scrap  gold  exchanges  or  deposits,  for  in- 
dustrial use  by  the  Treasury  increased  in  the  calendar  year  1967  to 
6,294,000  fine  troy  ounces,  as  compared  to  5,585,000  fine  troy  ounces 
in  calendar  year  1966,  4,691,000  fine  troy  ounces  in  calendar  year  1965, 
and  3,665,000  fine  troy  ounces  in  calendar  year  1964.  The  increase  in 
sales  by  the  Treasury  in  calendar  year  1967  was  largely  due  to  the 
smelters  and  refiners  strike  during  the  last  half  of  1967  when  the  Treas- 
ury was  virtually  the  only  domestic  source  of  gold  for  industrial  use. 

Sales  of  gold  by  the  Treasury  for  industrial  use  and  purchases  from 
the  private  market  were  terminated  on  March  18, 1968,  pursuant  to  the 
Communique  issued  on  March  17  by  the  Governors  of  the  Central 
Banks  of  Belgium,  Germany,  Italy,  the  Netherlands,  Switzerland,  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  United  States.^ 

Gold  coin  licensing. — The  number  of  gold  coins  licensed  by  the 
Treasury  decreased  in  the  calendar  year  1967  to  4,313  gold  coins,  as 
compared  with  8,633  gold  coins  licensed  in  the  calendar  year  1966.  The 
decrease  in  the  number  of  gold  coins  licensed  reflects  the  fact  that  1966 
was  the  last  year  in  which  licenses  were  issued  for  the  importation  of 
South  African  gold  coins.  The  number  of  gold  coins  licensed  in  the 
first  half  of  calendar  year  1968  increased  to  10,513  gold  coins. 

Licensing  of  gold  dealers. — In  order  to  encourage  the  establishment 
of  a private  trading  function  in  the  market  to  bridge  the  gap  between 
industrial  users  of  gold  and  producers  and  sellers  of  gold  following 
the  termination  of  Treasury  dealing’s  in  the  private  market  on  March 
18,  1968,  the  Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations  issued 
licenses  to  banks  and  commodity  firms  which  because  of  resources,  past 
business  experience  and  strategic  location  were  in  a position  to  per- 
form this  service.  From  March  18, 1968,  until  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year, 
the  Office  issued  22  such  licenses. 

End  uses  of  gold. — End-use  certificates  with  detailed  information 
concerning  the  end  use  of  gold  continued  to  be  required  through  the 
calendar  year  1967.  The  estimated  allocation  by  industrial  use  for  1967 
is  shown  in  the  table  below. 


Estimated  industrial  use  of  gold  in  the  United  Slates  in  calendar  year  1967 


Fine  Dollars,  based 
ounces  on  $35  per  I*ercent 
ounce 


Jewelry  and  arts 3,840,000  134,400,000  61 

Dental 566,000  19,810,000  9 

Industrial,  including  space  and  defense 1,888,000  66,080,000  30 


Total 6,294,000  220,290,000  100 


' See  exhibit  66, 
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Silver 

On  July  14,  1967,  silver  sales  to  domestic  industrial  users  at  $1.29 
per  fine  troy  ounce  were  suspended  by  the  Treasury.^  Since  then  Treas- 
ury silver  has  been  sold  for  domestic  industrial  use  at  going  market 
rates  on  the  basis  of  competitive  sealed  bids  at  a rate  not  exceeding  2 
million  ounces  a week.  Such  sales  have  been  conducted  by  GSA  as 
agent  for  the  Treasury.^  Through  June  30,  1968,  98  million  ounces  of 
silver  were  sold  in  this  manner  at  a profit  to  the  Government  of 
$55,145,000.  On  June  24, 1968,  pursuant  to  Public  Law  90-29  approved 
June  24, 1967,  the  right  of  holders  of  silver  certificates  to  redeem  them 
for  silver  came  to  an  end,  thus  freeing  all  remaining  Treasury  silver 
for  other  uses.  On  June  2f5, 1968, 165  million  ounces  of  silver  was  trans- 
ferred to  the  National  Defense  Stockpile  as  required  by  Public  Law 
90-29.^  All  of  this  silver  was  0.999  fine.  Treasury  silver  holdings  at  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year,  including  the  silver  in  coin  inventories,  amounted 
to  approximately  300  million  fine  troy  ounces. 

Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 

The  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing  is  responsible  for  manufac- 
turing U.S.  paper  currency,  various  public  debt  instruments,  and  most 
other  evidences  of  a financial  character  issued  by  the  Government,  such 
as  postage  and  internal  revenue  stamps,  food  coupons,  and  military 
payment  certificates.  In  addition,  the  Bureau  prints  commissions,  cer- 
tificates of  awards,  permits,  and  a wide  variety  of  other  miscellaneous 
items.  The  Bureau  also  executes  certain  printings  for  various  terri- 
tories administered  by  the  United  States. 

On  October  8,  1967,  Mr.  Henry  J.  Holtzclaw  retired  as  Director, 
after  50  years  of  dedicated  service  in  the  Bureau.  By  Treasury  Order 
No.  210,‘  Mr.  Janies  A.  Conlon  was  designated  Director,  effective  Oc- 
tober 9,  1967.  Under  the  new  directorship,  the  Bureau  has  continued 
to  pursue  the  vigorous  technological  improvement  program  initiated 
earlier  and  has  introduced  new  studies  and  innovations  designed  to  in- 
crease the  efficiency  and  economy  of  its  administrative  and  production 
operations. 

Management  attainments 

Among  significant  actions  was  a major  reorganization,  effected  on 
February  15,  1968.  All  Bureau  programs  ivere  grouped,  functionally, 
under  eight  staff  offices,  each  office  being  headed  by  a chief  responsible 
to  the  Director  for  the  direction  of  assigned  activities.  Office  titles  are : 
Administrative  Services,  Engineering,  Engraving,  Financial  Manage- 
ment, Industrial  Kelations,  Manufacturing,  Research  and  Technical 
Services,  and  Security  and  Audit. 

Responsibility  for  custody  of  unissued  Federal  Reserve  notes,  for- 
merly exercised  jointly  by  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  and  the 


* See  exhibit  64. 

2 See  exhibit  65. 

® See  1967  annual  report,  p.  400. 

* See  exhibit  69. 
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Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  was  transferred  to  the  Bureau,  effec- 
tive April  19,  1968.^  As  a means  of  insuring  proper  coordination  and 
integration  of  this  function  with  Bureau  policies  and  methods,  a man- 
agement survey  of  the  operations  in  the  Federal  Reserve  Vault  has 
been  initiated. 

On  April  17, 1968,  the  Bureau  completed  the  program  of  converting 
tlie  printing  of  currency  by  the  dry-print  method  to  its  high-speed 
intaglio  printing  presses,  thereby  ending  production  of  currency  by 
the  old,  wet  process.  It  is  conservatively  estimated  that  additional 
annual  savings,  representing  29  direct-labor  man-years  with  a related 
cost  savings  of  $250,000,  were  realized  from  this  project  in  1968.  Cur- 
rency production  in  fiscal  1968  exceeded  that  of  1967  by  120,920,000 
notes,  and  the  low  unit  cost  rate  of  $8.14  per  thousand  notes  achieved  in 
1967  was  maintained,  despite  an  overall  rise  in  the  cost  of  operations 
brought  about,  primarily,  by  increases  in  the  cost  of  labor  and 
materials. 

The  production  of  postage  stamps  comprises  the  Bureau’s  second 
major  work  program.  During  the  3-montih  period  from  December  1967 
through  February  1968,  the  Bureau  successfully  met  the  unprecedented 
demands  for  postage  stamps  resulting  from  the  increase  in  postal 
rates  which  became  effective  January  7,  1968.  Approximately  7,200 
million  stamps  were  delivered  during  the  first  month  the  increased 
rate  was  in  effect.  This  represented  20  percent  of  the  total  number  of 
postage  stamps  delivered  in  the  entire  fiscal  year. 

The  Bureau  realized  annual  savings  estimated  at  3 man-years  and 
$20,000  in  fiscal  1968  by  correcting  technical  difficulties  that  were 
experienced  in  the  conversion  of  the  printing  of  Treasury  bills  to  the 
dry  intaglio  process  on  high-speed  rotary  presses,  a program  reported 
in  1967.  Having  completed  the  conversion  in  the  method  of  printing 
Treasury  bills,  the  Bureau  focused  attention  on  converting  the  printing 
of  the  10-coupon  and  14-coupon  Treasury  notes  from  the  wet  to  the 
dry  method.  Based  on  the  number  of  notes  printed  by  the  new  method, 
an  annual  savings  of  $88,000,  representing  11  man-years,  was  realized 
in  fiscal  1968.  The  balance  of  the  estimated  annual  savings  of  $140,000, 
or  $52,000,  is  anticipated  in  fiscal  1969. 

Through  the  continuance  of  certain  management  actions  initiated 
and  reported  last  year,  the  Bureau  realized  in  fiscal  1968  additional 
savings  of  $10,000  from  the  revised  procedure  for  manufacturing  the 
green  ink  used  in  printing  currency  backs  and  aimual  savings  of 
$11,000  from  research  and  engineering  work  leading  to  changed  criteria 
for  the  acceptability  of  phosphor-tagged  postage  stamps. 

Savings  of  1 man-year  and  $5,000  were  realized  from  the  installa- 
tion of  “self-ink”  numbering  blocks  on  three  currency  overprinting 
presses,  which  release  the  pressmen  from  a great  deal  of  makeready 
time  previously  required  for  inking  in  the  numbering  blocks.  Addi- 
tional savings  are  anticipated  from  this  project,  inasmuch  as  it  is 


’ See  exhibit  69. 
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planned  to  continue  the  installations  until  13  presses  are  so  equipped. 

As  a result  of  an  industrial  ei^dneering  study,  annual  savings  of 
2 man-years  and  $16,000  were  realized  from  changes  made  in  coil  stamp 
boxing  operations. 

Continuing  the  special  expenditure  reduction  efforts  directed  by  the 
President  in  1966^  the  Bureau  realized  annual  recurring  savings  of 
2 man-years  and  $11,000  and  one-time  savings  of  $211,000  in  fiscal 
1968.  Full  utilization  was  made  of  the  Federal  excess  property  pro- 
gram in  fulfilling  procurement  needs. 

Estimated  annual  recurring  savings  representing  7 man-years  and 
$85,000  and  one-time  savings  of  $4,000  will  accrue  to  the  Bureau  as  a 
result  of  suggestions  adopted  in  fiscal  1968.  Also,  it  is  estimated  that 
one-time  savings  of  $65,000  and  11  man-years  were  realized  in  fiscal 
1968  through  the  sustained  superior  work  performance  phase  of  the 
incentives  awards  program. 

In  the  interest  of  maintaining  efficient  and  economical  operations, 
the  Bureau  has  carried  on  intensive  research,  engineering,  and  devel- 
opment adtivities  and  a continuing  program  of  production  and  quality 
control  studies.  During  fiscal  1968,  59  reports  of  audit,  containing  83 
recommendations  for  consideration  by  various  levels  of  management, 
were  released  by  the  Bureau’s  internal  auditors.  Actions  taken  during 
the  fiscal  year  resulted  in  the  clearing  or  dropping  of  101  recommenda- 
tions. There  were  19  recommendations  outstanding  at  the  end  of  the 
year. 

Constant  attention  has  been  focused  throughout  the  year  on  im- 
proving communications  and  services  to  the  public.  A reevaluation 
was  made  of  policies  and  procedures  relative  to  the  Bureau’s  activities 
in  response  to  re<mests  received  for  numismatic  and  philatelic  exhibits 
and  displays.  Efforts  have  been  directed  toward  giving  maximum 
cooperation  in  honoring  requests,  and,  at  the  same  time,  providing 
adequate  security  for  products  exhibited  and  economical  costs  in  oper- 
ations. The  Bureau  participated  in  a number  of  shows  during  the  year, 
providing  display  frames,  photographs  of  Bureau  operations,  and 
miscellaneous  exhibit  engravings.  Bureau  representatives  were  present 
at  shows  to  answer  questions  regarding  the  Bureau  and  its  activities 
and  to  distribute  selected  pamphlets  and  other  descriptive  handouts. 
This  participation  has  been  enthusiastically  received  and  has  resulted 
in  very  favorable  news  media  coverage. 

During  the  year,  541,446  visitors  took  the  self-guided  tour  to  view 
Bureau  operations.  Cards  are  provided  at  the  end  of  the  tour,  asking 
visitors  for  comments  or  suggestions  to  improve  the  tour.  As  another 
point  of  interest,  display  frames  have  been  erected  on  the  visitors’  gal- 
lery to  exhibit  samples  of  the  portraits,  seals,  and  other  prints  produced 
by  the  Bureau  and  available  for  sale  to  the  public. 

Various  programs  have  been  imdertaken  in  the  interest  of  improv- 
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ing  employee-management  relations.  Significant  among  these  was  a 
total  revamping  of  the  noncraft,  nonsupervisory,  Wage  Board  promo- 
tion policy,  which  provided  realistic  standards,  broader  areas  of  oppor- 
tunity, and  a system  more  responsive  to  staffing  needs  at  operating 
levels.  Another  action  contributing  to  improved  employee  relations  is 
the  periodic  issuance  of  an  “Employees’  Newsletter.”  The  initial  issue 
distributed  on  October  19,  1967,  marked  the  beginning  of  a program 
which  emphasizes  improved  internal  employee  communications.  To 
promote  the  equal  employment  opportunity  program,  a series  of  semi- 
nars was  initiated  for  all  Bureau  supervisory  personnel  so  that  they 
might  exchange  views  and  reconunend  improvements  in  the  program. 
Employee  Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Committees  have  been 
f ormed  to  develop  a climate  of  understanding  and  a positive  means  of 
communication  between  management  and  employees.  This  active, 
continuing  program  has  been  most  effective. 

Significant  progress  is  reported  in  the  area  of  craft  training  oppor- 
tunities. On  the  basis  of  anticipated  manpower  needs  for  journeyman 
craftsmen,  there  have  been  established  trainee  or  apprenticeship  pro- 
grams in  16  distinct  craft  categories.  At  the  close  of  fiscal  1968, 11  of  30 
trainees  had  been  promoted  to  journeyman  status  in  the  plate  printer 
craft. 

The  Bureau  engages  primarily  in  on-the-job  training  to  meet  staffing 
needs.  It  uses  both  interagency  and  non-Government  sources  as  a 
means  of  keeping  employees  abreast  of  technological  advances  and 
maintaining  pro&iency  in  specialization.  In  fiscal  1968,  98  employees 
completed  Bureau  or  departmental  training ; 51  employees  completed 
interagency  training  courses;  and  84  employees  attended  specialized 
conferences,  seminars,  or  training  classes  sponsored  by  non-Government 
organizations. 

Total  estimated  savings  from  cost  reduction  and  management 
improvement  efforts  during  fiscal  1968  approximate  $496,000  on  a re- 
curring annual  basis  and  $280,000  on  a one-time  basis.  All  savings 
realized  are  applied  against  the  cost  of  products  produced  and  are  re- 
flected in  downward  adjustments  in  products  costs  and  passed  on  to 
customer  agencies. 

New  issues  of  postage  stamps  and  deliveries  of  finished  work 

New  issues  of  postage  stamps  delivered  by  the  Bureau  in  fiscal  1968 
are  shown  in  the  Statistical  Appendix.  A comparative  statement  of 
deliveries  of  finished  work  for  the  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968  also 
appears  in  that  volume. 

Finances 

Bureau  operations  are  financed  by  reimbursements  to  the  Bureau  of 
Engraving  and  Printing  fund,  as  authorized  by  law.  Comparative 
financial  statements  follow. 
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Statement  of  financial  condition  June  SO,  1967  and  1968 


Assets  June  30,  1967  June  30, 1968 


Current  assets: 

Cash  with  the  Treasury 

Accounts  receivable 

Inventories:  ‘ 

Finished  goods 

Work  in  process 

Raw  materials...... 

Stores w.. 

Prepaid  expenses. 


Total  current  assets. 


Fixed  assets:  2 

Plant  machinery  and  equipment 

Motor  vehicles ■ 

Office  machines 

Furniture  and  fixtures 

Dies,  rolls,  and  plates,. 

Building  appurtenances 

Fixed  assets  under  construction.. 


Less  accumulated  depreciation. 


Excess  fixed  assets  (written  down  to  30%  of  book  value) 


Total  fixed  assets 


Deferred  charges. 


Total  assets. 


Liabilities  and  investment  of  the  United  States 


Liabilities: 

Accounts  payable 

Accrued  liabilities: 

Payroll 

Accrued  leave 

Other 

Trust  and  deposit  liabilities 
Other  liabilities 


Total  liabilities  ^ 


Investment  of  the  U.S.  Government: 
Appropriation  from  U.S.  Treasmy 
Donated  assets,  net 


Accumulated  earnings,  or  deficit  (— ) * 


Total  investment  of  the  U.S.  Government. 


Total  liabilities  and  investment  of  the  U.S.  Government 


1 Finished  goods  and  work  In  process  inventories  are  valued  at  cost,  including  administra- 
tive and  service  overhead.  Except  for  the  distinctive  paper  which  is  valued  at  the 
acquisition  cost,  raw  materials  and  stores  inventories  are  valued  at  the  average  cost  of 
the  materials  and  supplies  on  hand. 

2 Plant  machinery  and  equipment,  furniture  and  fixtures,  office  machines,  and  motor 
vehicles  acquired  on  or  before  June  30,  1950,  are  stated  at  appraised  values.  Additions 
since  June  30,  1950,  and  all  building  appurtenances  are  valued  at  acquisition  cost.  The 
act  of  Aug.  4,  1950  (31  U.S.C.  181a),  which  established  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and 
Printing  fund,  specifically  excluded  land  and  buildings  valued  at  about  $9,000,000  from 
the  assets  of  the  fund.  Also  excluded  are  appropriated  funds  of  about  $6,784,000  expended 
or  transferred  to  GSA;  for  extraordinary  expenses  in  connection  with  uncapitalized 
building  repairs  and  air  conditioning.  As  of  June  30,  1968,  fixed  assets  included  $7,405,034 
of  fully  depreciated  items,  principally  plant  machinery  and  equipment  and  building 
appurtenances.  Dies,  rolls,  and  plates  were  capitalized  at  July  1,  1951,  on  the  basis  of 
average  unit  costs  of  manufacture,  reduced  to  recognize  their  estimated  useful  life.  Since 
July  1,  1951,  all  costs  of  dies,  rolls,  and  plates  have  been  charged  to  operations  in  the 
year  acquired. 

8 In  addition,  outstanding  commitments  with  suppliers  for  unperformed  contracts  and 
undelivered  purchase  orders  totaled  $6,393,232  as  of  June  30,  1968,  as  compared  with 
$6,330,312  at  June  30,  1967. 

* The  act  of  Aug.  4,  1950,  provided  that  customer  agencies  make  payment  to  the  Bureau 
at  prices  deemed  adequate  to  recover  all  costs  incidental  to  performing  work  or  services 
requisitioned.  Any  surplus  accruing  to  the  fund  In  any  fiscal  year  is  to  be  paid  into  the 
general  fund  of  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts  except  that  any  surplus  is  applied 
first  to  restore  any  impairment  of  capital  by  reason  of  variations  between  prices  charged 
and  actual  costs. 


1,816,017 

664, 312 

931,  610 
1,861,391 
160,748 
1, 166, 462 
343 

1,094, 515 
2, 041, 457 
177, 340 
1, 367,399 
307 

5,925,471 

5, 245, 330 

3, 250, 000 
. 22, 000, 930 

3, 250, 000 
22, 000, 930 

25, 250, 930 
-176,347 

25, 250, 930 
-128,711 

- 25,074,583 

25, 122,  219 

31, 000, 054  30, 367, 549 


. $5,540,167 

2,042,903 

$4, 279, 538 
3, 848, 078 

2,108,080 
3,813,874 
1, 260, 832 
1, 215, 127 
157, 317 

2, 039, 725 
3, 211, 502 
1, 475, 126 
1, 211. 096 
131, 705 

. 16,138,300 

16, 196,  770 

. 22, 400, 070 

160,  744 
276,  905 
459, 933 
3, 955, 961 
3,399,562 
41, 472 

22, 053, 504 
160, 744 
313, 374 
484, 681 
3, 955, 961 
3. 449, 951 
203, 630 

30, 695, 547 
. 15,923,659 

30, 621, 845 
16,  548, 234 

14, 771, 888 
4, 343 

14,073,611 
8, 051 

. 14,  776,  231 

14,081,662 

86, 623 

89, 117 

31,000,054  30,367,549 
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Statement  of  income  and  expense,  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968 


Income  and  expense  1967  1968 


Operating  revenue:  Sales  of  engraving  and  printing $33,540,752  $39,221,724 


Operating  costs: 

Cost  of  sales: 

Direct  labor 13,919,731  16,016,960 

Direct  materials  used 5,601,621  6,037,230 

Contract  printing  (postage  stamps) 238, 261 


Prime  cost 19,521,352  22,292,451 


Overhead  costs: 

Salaries  and  indirect  labor 9,  263, 233  10, 032, 220 

Factory  supplies 1, 428,  698  1, 718, 343 

Repair  parts  and  supplies 316, 509  410, 567 

Employer’s  share  personnel  benefits 1, 666, 056  1, 834, 383 

Rents,  communications  and  utilities 579,  145  759,  145 

Other  services 455,  147  581,200 

Depreciation  and  amortization ...1 1,853,258  1,665,276 

Gains  (—),  or  losses  on  disposal  or  retirement  of  fixed  assets 229, .384  50,277 

Fire  loss 73,242  

Sundry  expense  (net) 103, 050  116, 892 


Total  overhead 15, 967, 722  17, 168, 303 


Total  costs  1 35,  489,  074  39,  460,  754 


Less: 

Nonproduction  costs; 

Shop  costs  capitalized 150, 381  314, 804 

Cost  of  miscellaneous  services  rendei'ed  other  agencies 570, 064  642, 589 


720, 445  957, 393 


Cost  of  production 34, 768, 629  38, 503, 361 

Net  increase  (— ),  or  decrease  in  finished  goods  and  work  in  process 
inventories  from  operations —1,126,366  670,727 


Cost  of  sales 33, 642, 263  39, 174, 088 


Operating  profit  or  loss  (-) —101,511  47,636 


Nonoperating  revenue: 

Operation  and  maintenance  of  incinerator  and  space  utilized  by  other 

agencies 496, 105  510, 941 

Other  direct  charges  for  miscellaneous  services 73,959  131,648 


570, 064  642, 589 

Nonoperating  costs: 

Coat  of  miscellaneous  services  rendered  other  ageneies 570, 064  642, 589 


Net  profit  or  loss  (— ) for  the  year  * —101, 511  47, 636 


J No  amounts  areineluded  in  the  accounts  of  the  fund  for  (1)  intei’est  on  the  investment  of  the  Government 
in  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing  fund,  (2)  depreciation  on  the  Bureau’s  buildings  excluded  from  the 
assets  of  the  fund  by  the  act  of  Aug.  4, 1950,  and  (3)  certain  costs  of  services  performed  by  other  agencies  on 
behalf  of  the  Bureau. 

2 See  preceding  table,  footnote  4. 
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Statement  of  source  and  application  of  funds,  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968 


Funds  provided  and  applied  1967  1968 


Funds  provided: 

Sales  of  engraving  and  printing. $33, 540, 752  $39, 221, 724 

Operation  and  maintenance  of  incinerator  and  space  utilized  by  other 

agencies. 496,105  510,941 

Other  direct  ehai'gcs  for  miscellaneous  services.. 73, 959  131, 648 


Total 34, 110, 816  39, 864, 313 

Less  cost  of  sales  and  services  (excluding  depreciation  and  other  charges 
not  requiring  expenditure  of  funds:  Fiscal  year  1967,  $2,082,642;  fiscal  year 

1968,  $1,715,553).... 32,129,685  38,101,124 


1,981,131  1,763,189 

Sale  of  surplus  equipment 9,608  6,727 


Total  funds  provided 1,990,639  1,769,916 


Funds  applied: 

Acquisition  of  fixed  assets 394,916  962,946 

Acquisition  of  experimental  equipment;  and  plant  repairs  and  alterations 

to  be  charged  to  future  operations 80, 049  68, 359 

Increase  in  working  capital j 1, 515,674  738, 611 


Total  funds  applied 1,990,639  1,769,916 


Fiscal  Service 

BUREAU  OP  ACCOUNTS 

The  functions  of  the  Bureau  are  Governmentwide  in  scope.  They 
include  central  accounting  and  financial  reporting ; disbursing  for  vir- 
tually all  civilian  agencies;  supervising  the  Government’s  depositary 
system;  determining  qualifications  of  insurance  companies  to  do 
surety  business  with  Government  agencies ; a variety  of  fiscal  activi- 
ties such  as  investment  of  trust  funds,  agency  borrowings  from  the 
Treasury,  and  international  claims  and  indebtedness;  and  Treasury 
.staff  representation  in  the  joint  financial  management  improvement 
program. 

Management  improvement 

Under  the  cost  reduction  and  management  improvement  program, 
savings  of  $446,000  were  realized  during  fiscal  1968,  attributable  to 
further  improvements  in  technology  and  systems,  realinement  of 
organization  and  staffing,  and  the  fruits  of  continuing  programs  for 
the  development  of  people  in  management  skills  at  all  levels. 

Personnel 

Special  manpower  and  employment  programs  were  emphasized  in 
both  the  headquarters  and  field  organizations  of  the  Bureau  of  Ac- 
counts during  the  year.  Included  in  or  covered  by  this  activity  were 
(1)  the  equal  employment  opportunity  program  and  (2)  Operation 
MUST  (Maximum  Utilization  of  Skills  and  Training),  the  advance- 
ment of  women  and  the  employment  of  the  physically,  economically, 
and  educationally  disadvantaged.  These  programs  were  pursued  both 
in  terms  of  mcreasing  the  degree  of  participation  and  improving  the 
general  content. 
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Systems  improvement 

Bureau  staff  continued  to  represent  the  Treasury  on  the  steering 
committee  and  survey  teams  of  the  joint  financial  management  im- 
provement program.  Primary  attention  was  given  to  implementing 
the  recommendations  of  the  President’s  Commission  on  Budget  Con- 
cepts as  described  under  “Government-wide  Financial  Management.”  ^ 
Other  systems  work  during  the  year  included  various  studies  to  im- 
prove internal  procedures  and  the  release  of  Government-wide  regu- 
lations under  the  Treasury  Fiscal  Requirements  Manual. 

Central  accounting  and  reporting 

Adoption  in  1968  of  a wide  range  of  recommendations  of  the  Presi- 
dent’s Commission  on  Budget  Concepts  dealing  -with  the  form  and 
content  of  the  budget  ’ represented  the  most  signiffcant  development  in 
Government-wide  accounting  and  reporting  since  the  Budget  and 
Accounting  Procedures  Act  of  1950.  During  the  Commission’s  study 
and  formulation  of  recommendations,  the  Bureau  furnished  the  staff  a 
number  of  papers,  tables,  and  technical  advice  on  draft  chapters. 
Many  of  the  Commission’s  recommendations  were  incorporated  in  the 
President’s  budget  for  1969.  It  was  then  necessaiy  for  the  Bureau 
to  make  these  conceptual  changes  in  various  Government- wide  finan- 
cial reports,  including  complete  revisions  of  the  “Monthly  Statement 
of  Receipts  and  Expenditures  of  the  United  States  Government”  and 
the  “Combined  Statement  of  Receipts,  Expenditures  and  Balances  of 
the  United  States  Government,”  along  with  changes  in  applicable  por- 
tions of  the  “Treasury  Bulletin”  and  this  report.  Also,  instmctions  to 
the  agencies  and  departments  concerning  reporting  under  the  new 
budget  concepts  were  required. 

A new  monthly  series  on  obligations,  by  object  class,  incurred  by 
Federal  departments  and  agencies  was  developed  jointly  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  and  the  Bureau  of  Accounts.  This  data  was  first  pub- 
lished in  the  September  1967  “Treasury  Bulletin”  covering  fiscal  years 
1964,  1965,  1966,  and  1967  through  May.  Additional  monthly  data 
have  been  continued  in  subsequent  issues  of  the  bulletin. 

The  final  chapter  of  the  accounting  manual  covering  the  Bureau’s 
system  of  central  accounting  for  cash  operations  was  submitted  to  the 
General  Accounting  Office  for  review  in  June  1968.  The  separate  spe- 
cial manual  covering  the  Bureau’s  central  accounting  for  foreign  cur- 
rency operations  was  submitted  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  in 
February  1967. 

In  fiscal  1968,  the  first  “Statement  of  Liabilities  and  Other  Financial 
Commitments  of  the  United  States  Government”  compiled  in  accord- 
ance with  31  U.S.C.  757f  was  submitted  to  the  Congress.  This  annual 
statement  shows  the  liabilities  of  the  Federal  Government  as  of  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year  and  other  financial  commitments  which  may  or 
may  not  subsequently  become  liabilities,  depending  upon  a variety  of 
future  conditions  and  events. 


1 In  the  “Review  of  Fiscal  Operations”  portion  of  this  report,  pages  8-10. 
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Auditing 

During  fiscal  1968,  the  audit  staff  of  tlie  Bureau  conducted  15  finan- 
cial and  two  management  audits.  In  addition,  comprehensive  manage- 
ment surveys  were  performed  in  five  regional  offices. 

Also  completed  was  the  annual  examination  of  the  financial  state- 
ments and  related  supporting  data  of  surety  companies  holding  Treas- 
ury Certificates  of  Authority  as  acceptable  sureties  on  bonds  running  in 
favor  of  the  United  States  (6  U.S.C.  8) . Certificates  are  renewable  each 
July  1 and  a list  of  approved  companies  (Department  Circular  570, 
Eevised)  is  published  annually  in  the  “Federal  Register”  for  the  in- 
formation of  Federal  bond  approving  officers  and  persons  required  to 
give  bonds  to  the  United  States.  As  of  June  30, 1968,  a total  of  248  com- 
panies held  certificaJtes. 

General  coordination  and  staff  assistance  M-ere  furnished  for  the  an- 
nual audit  of  the  Exchange  Stabilization  F und.  Other  audits  made  of 
departmental  activities  included  the  unissued  stocks  of  Federal  Reserve 
notes. 

Disbursing  operations 

The  Division  of  Disbursement  reached  a new  level  of  output 
in  fiscal  1968,  producing  440.4  million  checks  and  bonds  in  11  disburs- 
ing offices  for  1,400  administrative  agency  offices.  The  440.4  million 
items  was  an  increase  of  18  million  over  1967.  The  Washington  and 
Manila  disbursing  offices  serviced  a number  of  foreign  service  posts 
in  the  Caribbean  and  Far  East.  The  Washington  Disbursing  Center 
also  initiated  check  writing  activities  for  the  D.C.  Government  and 
will  soon  begin  issuing  their  U.S.  savings  bonds. 

Management  savings  and  employee  productivity,  which  increased  by 
3.5  percent,  helped  reduce  the  average  unit  cost  of  checks  and  bonds 
to  2.7  cents,  an  alltime  low.  Aside  from  the  increased  productivity  and 
the  absorption  of  increased  volumes  by  EDP  equipment,  the  programs 
or  projects  which  accounted  for  the  bulk  of  monetary  and  man-years 
savings  included : 

(1)  Replacement  of  EAM  equipment  by  a different  lessor  at  re- 
duced rates. 

(2)  Full  utilization  of  new  and  improved  inserting  and  sealing- 
equipment. 

(3)  Implementation  of  a joint  Social  Security  Administration — 
Treasury  study  group  recommendation  to  eliminate  gununed  label 
redirection  notices  for  payee  changes  of  address  within  the  same  ZIP 
code. 

Through  cooperative  efforts,  the  following  projects  resulted  in  sav- 
ings to  the  agencies  concerned : 

(1)  The  Social  Security  Administration  estimates  savings  of 
$105,000  and  19  inan-years  as  the  result  of  a recommendation  of  the 
joint  Social  Security  Administration — Treasury  study  group  that  non- 
receipt  claims  of  social  security  beneficiaries  be  forwarded  to  disburs- 
ing centers  on  the  day  of  receipt  without  beneficiary  folder  reference 
in  the  Social  Security  Payment  Center.  This  accelerates  the  remail- 
ing of  returned  checks  or  the  issuance  of  substitute  checks. 

(2)  Beginning  with  the  June  1968  payments,  checks  for  railroad 
retirement  benefits,  encompassing  aiDproximately  13  million  payments 
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annually,  n-ere  added  to  the  ZIP  code  presort  system.  The  future  ad- 
dition of  veterans’  compensation  and  pension  payments,  civil  service 
annuity  payments  and  public  debt  interest  payments  will  complete 
the  project  to  presort  all  of  the  major  volume  payments  susceptible 
to  presorting.  Idle  system  is  responsible  for  substantial  savings  in  the 
Post  Office  Department’s  operations  and  has  greatly  improved  de- 
livery seiwice  to  recipients  of  the  checks. 

The  following  table  compares  the  workloads  for  fiscal  years  1967 
and  1968. 


Classl/ication 


Operations  financed  by  appropriated  funds: 

Checks: 

Social  security  benefi.ts  

Veterans’  benefits 

Income  tax  refunds. 

Veterans’  national  service  life  insurance  dividends  programs. 

Other 

Savings  bonds 

Adjustments  and  transfers 


Operations  financed  by  reimbursements: 

Railroad  Retirement  Board 

Bureau  of  Public  Debt  (General  Electric  Co.  bond  program) 

Total  workload— reimbursable  items 

Total  workload 


Volume 


1967 

1968 

. 234,210,686 
. 64,  764,  251 

. 48, 991, 354 

5,793,488 
. 48, 656, 410 

6, 623, 058 
234, 886 

246, 752, 214 
65, 292, 702 
51,868,895 
2, 254, 582 
52, 797, 084 
7, 273, 797 
252, 322 

409, 274, 133 

426, 491, 596 

. 12,152,596 

933, 775 

12,894, 907 
978,  591 

. 13, 086, 371 

13, 873, 498 

. 422,360,504 

440, 365,094 

Deposits,  investments,  and  related  activities 

Federal  depositary  system. — The  types  of  depositary  services  pro- 
vided and  the  number  of  depositaries  for  each  of  the  authorized  serv- 
ices as  of  June  30,  1967  and  1968,  are  shown  in  the  following  table: 


Type  of  service  provided  by  depositaries 


1967  1968 


Receive  deposits  from  taxpayers  and  purchasers  of  public  debt  securities,  for  credit 


in  Treasury  tax  and  loan  accounts 12, 362  12, 613 

Receive  deposits  from  Government  officers  for  credit  in  Treasurer’s  general  ac- 
counts  1,373  1,506 

Maintain  official  checking  accounts  of  Government  offtcei-s 6, 863  7, 273 

Furnish  bank  drafts  to  Government  officers  in  exchange  for  eollectioiis 1, 100  1, 250 

Maintain  State  unemployment  compensation  benefit  payments  and  clearing  ac- 
counts  52  53 

Operate  limited  banking  facilities: 

In  the  United  States  and  its  outlying  areas 248  245 

In  foreign  areas 227  218 


Investments. — Government  trust  funds  are  invested  in  marketable 
U.S.  securities,  participation  certificates,  Government  agency  securi- 
ties, and  special  securities  issued  for  purchase  by  the  major  trust 
funds  as  authorized  by  law. 

See  the  Statistical  Appendix  for  table  showing  the  holdings  of 
public  debt  securities,  agency  securities,  and  participation  certificates 
by  Government  agencies  and  accounts. 
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Loans  by  the  Treasury.— The,  Bureau  administers  loan  agreements 
^Yith  those  corporations  and  agencies  that  have  authority  to  borrow 
from  the  Treasury.  See  the  Statistical  Appendix  for  tables  showing 
the  status  of  Treasury  loans  to  Government  corporations  and  agencies 
as  of  June  30,  1968. 

Surety  bonds. — Executive  agencies  are  required  by  law  (6  U.S.C. 
14)  to  obtain,  at  their  own  expense,  blanket,  position  schedule,  or  other 
tj^pes  of  surety  bonds  covering  employees  required  to  be  bonded.  The 
legislative  and  judicial  branches  are  permitted  by  law  to  follow  the 
same  procedure.  A summary  of  bonding  activities  of  Government 
agencies  follows : 


Number  of  oflBcers  and  employees  covei’ed  on  June  30,  1968 971,  891 

Aggregate  penal  sums  of  bonds  procured $3,  542,  610,  350 

Total  premiums  paid  by  the  Government  in  fiscal  1968 $266, 125 

Administrative  expenses  in  fiscal  1968 $71,  461 


Foreign  indebtedness 

World  War  I. — During  fiscal  1968  the  first  payment  of  $328,898.02 
was  made  pursuant  to  the  agreement  of  May  28,  1964,  between  the 
United  States  and  Greece  concerning  the  refinancing  of  a portion  of 
the  Greek  debt.  For  status  of  World  War  I indebtedness  to  the  United 
States  see  the  Statistical  Appendix. 

Credit  to  the  United  King  dona. — The  Government  of  the  United 
Kingdom  made  a principal  payment  of  $60.9  million  and  an  interest 
payment  of  $67  million  on  December  31,  1967,  under  the  Financial 
Aid  Agreement  of  December  6,  1945,  as  amended  March  6,  1957.  The 
interest  payment  includes  $8.6  million  representing  interest  on  prin- 
cipal and  interest  installments  previously  deferi'ed.  Through  June  30, 
1968,  cumulative  payments  totaled  $1,651.6  million,  of  which  $930.1 
million  was  interest.  A principal  balance  of  $3,028.5  million  remains 
outstanding;  interest  installments  of  $262.6  million  which  have  been 
deferred  by  agreement  also  were  outstanding  at  the  fiscal  yearend. 

Jajyan,  fostwar  economic  assistance. — The  Government  of  Japan 
made  payments  in  fiscal  year  1968  of  $35.6  million  principal  and  $8.3 
million  interest  on  its  indebtedness  arising  from  postwar  economic 
assistance.  Cumulative  payments  through  June  30, 1968,  totaled  $185.5 
million  principal  and  $56  million  interest,  leaving  an  unpaid  principal 
balance  of  $304.5  million. 

Payment  of  claims  against  foreign  governments 

The  eighth  installment  of  $2  million  was  received  from  the  Polish 
Government  mider  the  Agreement  of  July  16, 1960,  and  a pro  rata  pay- 
ment of  2.305  percent  on  the  unpaid  balance  of  each  award  was 
authorized. 

The  Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission  notified  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  of  the  final  amount  of  the  awards  adjudicated  under 
the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  and  a pro  rata  payment  of 
61.3  percent  on  the  mipaid  balance  of  each  award  over  $10,000  was 
authorized. 

The  Commission  recertified  Hungarian  war  damage  awards  amount- 
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ing  to  $5.7  million.  Under  the  War  Claims  Act  of  1948,  as  amended, 
payments  made  on  awards  recertified  could  not  exceed  40  percent  of 
the  amount  of  the  award  recertified. 

The  Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission  at  the  fiscal  yearend 
was  certifying  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  awards  for  payment 
under  the  International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
and  the  Yugoslav  Claims  Agreement  of  November  5, 1964.  Initial  pay- 
ments up  to  $1,000  on  all  awards  certified  were  authorized  and  pay- 
ments were  being  made  at  the  fiscal  yearend.  See  the  Statistical  Appen- 
dix for  more  details. 

Defense  lending 

Defense  Production  Act. — Loans  outstanding  were  reduced  from 
$11.7  million  to  $10.1  million  during  fiscal  1968.  Further  transfers  of 
$1.7  million  were  made  to  the  account  of  the  General  Services  Ad- 
ministration, from  the  net  earning's  accumulated  since  inception  of 
the  program,  bringing  the  total  of  these  transfers  to  $23.8  million. 

Federal  Civil  Defense  Act. — Outstanding  loans  were  reduced  from 
$429,706  to  $386,375  during  fiscal  1968. 

Liquidation  of  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  assets. — The 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury’s  responsibilities  in  the  liquidation  of  RFC 
assets  relate  to  completing  the  liquidation  of  business  loans  and  securi- 
ties with  individual  balances  of  $250,000  or  more  as  of  June  30,  1957, 
and  securities  of  and  loans  to  railroads  and  financial  institutions.  Net 
income  and  proceeds  of  liquidation  amounting  to  $54.2  million  have 
been  paid  into  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts  since  July  1,  1957. 
Total  unliquidated  assets  as  of  June  30,  1968,  had  a gross  book  value 
of  $5.0  million. 

Liquidation  of  Postal  Savings  System 

Effective  July  1,  1967,  pursuant  to  the  act  of  March  28,  1966  (39 
U.S.C.  5225-5229)  the  unpaid  deposits  of  the  Postal  Savings  System 
as  shown  on  the  books  of  the  Board  of  Trustees,  totaling  $56,788,958.29 
(including  accrued  interest  due),  were  to  be  transferred  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  of  which  $50  million  was  transferred  during 
fiscal  1968.  These  deposits  are  held  in  trust  by  the  Secretary  pending 
proper  application  for  payment.  Under  interim  arrangements,  except 
for  certain  dormant  accounts,  local  post  offices  process  applications 
for  withdrawal  of  funds  by  depositors  and  forward  them  to  the 
Bureau  for  payment.  Payments  totaling  $35,350,234.78  were  made 
during  fiscal  1968. 

Federal  tax  deposits  (depositary  receipts) 

In  fiscal  1967  the  Federal  Tax  Deposit  System  was  used  for  the  col- 
lection of  corporate  income  taxes  only.  During  fiscal  1968,  this  modified 
depositary  receipts  procedure  was  extended  to  all  other  classes  of 
taxes  formerly  handled  through  the  depositary  receipts  system.  As 
discussed  in  the  description  of  the  new  system  on  page  11  of  the  1967 
annual  report,  the  Bureau  of  Accounts  prepares  and  mails  the  Fed- 
eral tax  deposit  forms  quarterly  to  private  enterprises.  During  fiscal 
year  1968,  five  disbursing  centers  handled  a total  volume  exceeding 
51  million  forms,  involving  approximately  4 million  taxpayers.  The 
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following  table  shows  the  volume  of  deposits  processed  for  fiscal  years 
1960-68. 


Fiscal  year 

Individual 
income  and 
social  secu- 
rity t£«es 

Railroad 

retirement 

taxes 

Federal 

excise 

taxes 

Corporate 

income 

taxes 

Total 

I960.... 

1961  

1962  

1963  

9,469,057 

9,908,068 

10,477,119 

11,161,897 

10, 625 
10, 724 
10, 262 
9,937 
9, 911 
9,859 
9,986 
10, 551 
14, 596 

598,881  . 
618,971  . 
610,026  . 
619,519  . 

10, 078, 563 
10, 537, 763 
11,097, 407 
11,791,353 
12,372, 591 
12, 666, 997 
12, 788, 374 
15, 277, 176 
18, 055, 392 

1964  

1965  - 

11,729;  243 

12,012, 385 

633,437  . 
644,753  . 

1966  

1967  

1968  

12;  518;  436 

15,007,304 

......  17,412,921 

259,952  . 
236, 538 
233,083 

22, 783 
394, 792 

Note. — Comparable  data  for  1944-59  will  be  found  in  the  1962  annual  report,  page  141. 

Government  losses  in  shipment 

Claims  totaling  $156,694.35  were  paid  from  the  revolving  fund 
established  by  the  Government  Losses  in  Shipment  Act,  as  amended. 
Details  of  operations  under  this  act  are  showui  in  the  Statistical 
Appendix. 

Other  operations 

Donations  and  contributions. — During  the  year  the  Bureau  of  Ac- 
counts received  “conscience  fund”  contributions  totaling  $28,371.63 
and  other  unconditional  donations  totaling  $520,845.29.  Other  Gov- 
ernment agencies  received  conscience  fund  contributions  and  uncondi- 
tional donations  amounting  to  $7,779.89  and  $798,067.81,  respectively. 
Conditional  gifts  to  further  the  defense  effort  amounted  to  $3,774.31. 
Gifts  of  money  and  the  proceeds  of  real  or  personal  property  donated 
in  fiscal  1968  for  the  purposie  of  reducing  the  puolic  debt 
amounted  to  $98,942.97,  of  which  $98,301.71  was  used  to  redeem  public 
debt  securities. 

BUREAU  OF  THE  PUBLIC  DEBT 

The  Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt,  in  support  of  the  management  of 
the  public  debt,  has  re^onsibility  for  the  preparation  of  Treasury 
Department  circulars  offering  public  debt  securities,  the  direction  of 
the  handling  of  subscriptions  and  making  of  allotments,  the  formula- 
tion of  instructions  and  regulations  pertaining  to  each  security  issue, 
the  issuance  of  the  securities,  and  the  conduct  or  direction  of  transac- 
tions in  those  outstanding.  The  Bureau  is  responsible  for  the  final  audit 
and  custody  of  retired  securities,  the  maintenance  of  the  control 
accounts  covering  all  public  debt  issues,  the  keeping  of  individual 
accounts  with  owners  of  registered  securities  and  authorizing  the 
issue  of  checks  in  payment  of  interest  thereon,  and  the  handling  of 
claims  on  account  of  lost,  stolen,  destroyed,  or  mutilated  securities. 

The  Bureau’s  principal  office  and  headquarters  is  in  Washington, 
D.C.  Offices  also  are  maintained  in  Chicago,  111.,  and  Parkersburg, 
W.  Va.,  where  most  Bureau  operations  related  to  U.S.  savings  bonds 
and  U.S.  savings  notes  are  handled.  Under  Bureau  supervision  many 
transactions  in  public  debt  securities  are  conducted  by  the  Federal 
Eeserve  banks  and  their  branches  as  fiscal  agents  of  the  United  States. 
Selected  post  offices,  private  financial  institutions,  industrial  organiza- 
tions, and  others  ; (approximately  19,000  in  all)  cooperate  in  the 
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issuance  of  savings  bonds  and  savings  notes,  and  approximately  16,500 
financial  institutions  act  as  paying  agents  for  savings  bonds. 

Management  improvement 

Regulations  and  implementing  procedures  providing  for  the  use  of 
book-entry  Treasury  securities  were  put  into  effect  as  of  January  1, 
1968.^  These  book-entry  securities  consist  of  transferable  Treasury 
bonds,  notes,  certificates  of  indebtedness,  and  bills  represented  by  en- 
tries in  the  records  of  the  issuing  Federal  Reserve  bank,  as  distin- 
guished from  definitive  securities  represented  by  distinctively  printed 
pieces  of  paper.  Transactions  are  accomplished  by  accounting  entries, 
rather  than  through  the  issue,  exchange,  and  retirement  of  physical 
securities.  The  adoption  of  the  book-entry  system  culminated  a joint 
study  by  the  Treasury  and  the  Federal  Reserve  banks,  of  some  4 years 
duration.^  The  system  was  designed  to  take  advantage  of  modern 
equipment  and  technology  in  reducing  paperwork,  while  enhancing 
the  attractiveness  and  safety  of  Treasury  securities.  In  its  initial  ap- 
plication, the  book-entry  system  was  limited  to  transferable  Treasury 
securities  deposited  with  a Federal  Reserve  bank  or  branch  as  col- 
lateral for  Treasury  tax  and  loan  accounts;  as  collateral  for  the 
deposit  of  public  moneys ; or,  by  a member  bank,  for  safekeeping  or 
as  collateral  for  advances.  Studies  have  been  undertaken  to  determine 
the  feasibility  of  expanding  the  system  to  include  other  classes  of 
securities  not  initially  eligime. 

To  take  maximum  advantage  of  the  book-entiy  system,  the  Depart- 
ment arranged  to  have  all  transferable  Treasury  securities  held  for 
Government  investment  accounts  deposited  with  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  New  York  in  book-entry  form.  Special  Treasury  issues  rep- 
resenting the  investment  of  various  Government  trust  funds  were  also 
converted  to  a book-entry  system  operated  within  the  Department. 
The  Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt  maintains  the  book-entry  accounts  for 
these  special  issues. 

Beginning  in  January  1968  the  Federal  Reserve  baJiks  were  author- 
ized 'to  issue  registered  Treasury  securities.  This  delegation  to  the 
banks  is  intended  primarily  as  a means  of  improving  service  to  security 
owners  through  the  accelerated  delivery  of  registered  bonds  'and  notes. 

The  conversion  of  the  current  income  savings  bonds  operations  of  the 
Chicago  office  to  an  electronic  data  processing  system  was  completed 
in  December  1967.  The  converted  activities  include  the  audit  and 
classification  of  transactions;  the  estaiblishment  and  mainitenance  of 
accounts  of  owners;  and  the  preparation  of  tapes  to  furnish  data  to 
the  regional  disbursing  office  for  use  in  issuing  interest  checks  and  to 
the  Internal  Revenue  Service  in  connection  with  interest  paid.  Signifi- 
cant monetary  benefits  are  being  realized  and  service  to  the  public  has 
been  improved. 

During  the  year  a computer  system  was  selected  for  installatio'n  in 
the  Washington  office,  and  the  training  of  programers,  the  develo'pment 
and  testing  of  programs,  and  site  preparation  were  undertaken.  The 
initial  objective  of  the  system  is  the  conversion  of  public  debt  account- 
ing and  other  operations  now  performed  on  conventional  tabulating 
equipment.  The  equipment  is  to  be  installed  during  J uly  1968. 

> See  exhibit  3. 

“ See  1967  annual  report,  page  88. 
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The  Parkersburg  office  has  continued  to  emphasize  the  project  of 
having  large  volume  issuing  agents  which  use  conmuters  report  sav- 
ings bonds  issue  data  on  magnetic  tape  and  microfilm  in  lieu  of  reg- 
istration stubs.  One  additional  Federal  Kesen^e  bank  converted  to 
this  system  during  the  year,  bringing  to  six  the  number  of  agents  re- 
porting on  tape.  Pilot  studies  were  also  initiated  with  four  other 
agents.  The  office  has  now  acquired  a micromatic  printer  which  can 
generate  microfilm  of  registration  data  direct  from  magnetic  tape. 
This  will  eliminate  the  microfilming  requirement  for  agents  which 
are  now  reporting  on  tape,  and  will  permit  extension  of  the  report- 
ing system  to  agents  which  use  computers  but  do  not  have  microfilm 
facilities. 

The  efficiency  and  versatility  of  the  Parkersburg  office  E DP  system 
have  been  increased  by  the  installation  of  additional  peripheral  equip- 
ment. Encoders  permit  the  entry  of  data  directly  onto  magnetic  tape, 
rather  than  through  the  medium  of  punch  cards.  The  original  appli- 
cation of  these  machines  in  recording  numeric  data  relating  to  retired 
paper  bonds  has  demonstrated  their  economy  of  operation.  Supple- 
menting the  encoders  is  equipment  that  permits  the  interchange  of 
data  between  one-half  inch  and  three-quarter  inch  tapes.  This  facility 
makes  possible  the  onsite  conversion  of  half-inch  tapes  supplied  bj^ 
issuing  agents,  as  well  as  the  tap^es  from  the  encoders. 

Safekeeping  facilities  for  U.S.  savings  bonds  and  notes  issued  to 
members  of  the  Army  and  Air  Force,  heretofore  provided  by  the  Fed- 
eral Keserve  Bank  of  Chicago  at  Bureau  expense,  will  be  assumed  by 
those  services,  starting  with  bonds  and  notes  issued  after  June  30, 1968. 
The  concentration  of  the  operations  within  the  Department  of  Defense 
should  benefit  service  personnel. 

Bnreau  operations 

The  extent  of  the  change  in  the  composition  of  the  public  debt  is 
one  measure  of  the  Bureau’s  work.  The  debt  falls  into  two  broad 
categories:  public  issues  and  si>eci'al  issues.  Public  issues  consist  of 
marketable  Treasury  bills,  certificates  of  indebtedness,  notes,  and 
bonds;  and  nonmarketable  securities,  chiefly  U.S.  savings  bonds,  U.S. 
savings  notes,  U.S.  retirement  plan  bonds,  and  Treasury  bonds  of  the 
investment  series.  Special  issues  of  certificates,  notes,  and  bonds  are 
made  by  the  Treasury  directly  to  various  Government  trust  and  cer- 
tain other  accounts  and  are  payable  only  for  these  accounts. 

During  the  year,  35,629  individual  accounts  covering  publicly  held 
registered  securities  other  than  savings  bonds,  savings  notes,  and  re- 
tirement plan  bonds  were  opened  and  27,323  were  closed.  This  in- 
creased the  number  of  open  accounts  to  223,199  covering  registered 
securities  in  the  principal  amount  of  $11,239  million.  There  were 
416,980  interest  checks  with  a value  of  $389  million  issued  during  the 
year. 

Redeemed  and  canceled  securities  other  than  savings  bonds,  savings 
notes,  and  retirement  plan  bonds  received  for  audit  included  6,400,800 
bearer  securities  and  236,496  registered  securities.  Coupons  totaling 
16,357,783  were  received. 

During  the  year  15,933  registration  stubs  of  retirement  plan  bonds 
and  3,184  retirement  plan  bonds  were  received  for  audit. 
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A summary  of  public  debt  operations  handled  by  the  Bureau  appears 
on  p^es  11-20  of  this  report  and  in  the  Statistical  Appendix. 

U./S.  savings  bonds. — The  issuance  and  redemption  of  savings  bonds 
results  in  a heavy  administrative  burden  for  the  Bureau  of  the  Public 
Debt,  involving:  maintenance  of  alphabetical  and  numerical  owner- 
ship records  for  the  3.1  'billion  bonds  issued  since  1935 ; adjudication  of 
claims  for  lost,  stolen,  and  destroyed  ‘bonds  (which  totaled  2.3  million 
pieces  on  June  30,  1968) ; and  the  handling  and  recording  of  retired 
bonds. 

Detailed  information  on  sales,  accrued  discount,  and  redemptions  of 
savings  bonds  will  be  found  in  the  Statistical  Appendix. 

There  were  121  million  stubs  or  records  on  magnetic  tape  and  micro- 
film representing  the  issuance  of  series  E bonds  received  for  registra- 
tion, making  a grand  total  of  3,001  million,  including  reissues,  received 
through  June  30, 1968. 

All  registration  stubs  of  series  E savings  bonds  and  all  retired  series 
E savings  bonds  are  microfilmed,  audited,  and  destroyed,  after  re- 
quired permanent  record  data  are  prepared  by  an  EDP  system  in  the 
Parkersburg  office.  The  following  table  shows  the  status  of  processing 
operations  for  saving's  bonds  and  savings  notes  in  the  Parkersburg 
office. 


Con-  Balance 

verted  Audited  

Fiscal  year  Re-  Micro-  Key  to  mag-  and  De-  Not  con- 
ceived filmed  punched  netic  classi-  stroyed  Un-  Not  key  verted  to  XJnau- 

tape  fied  filmed  punched  magnetic  dited 

tape 


Stubs  of  issued  card  type  series  E savings  bonds  <in  millions  of  pieces) 


1958-63 508  506  503  503  500  436  2.7  4.7  4.7  8.2 

1964  100  98  98  98  98  96  4.6  7.2  7.2  9.9 

1965  98  101  101  101  102  124  2.3  4.5  4.5  6.6 

1966  101  101  100  100  100  100  2.3  5.5  5.9  7.5 

1967  104  104  105  105  103  103  2.6  5.2  5.2  8.9 

1968  102  103  103  103  103  98  1.7  4.4  4.4  8.1 


Total  L...  1,014  1,013  1,010  1,010  1,006  957 


Retired  card  type  series  E savings  bonds  and  savings  notes  2 (in  millions  of  pieces) 


1958-63 305  303  301  301  299  257  2.2  3.8  3.8  5.8 

1964  70  70  69  69  69  83  2.3  5.0  5.0  6.8 

1965  76  76  77  77  77  60  1. 7 3.2  3.5  5.2 

1966  82  81  80  80  80  92  2.2  5.0  5.0  6.5 

1967  87  88  87  87  86  85  2.0  4.9  5.5  8.3 

1968  95  94  96  97  95  84  2. 5 3. 6 3. 6 7. 6 


Total 714  711  710  710  706  661 


Retired  paper  type  series  E savings  bonds  (in  millions  of  pieces) 


1962-63  3 22.6  22.0  21.5  21.5  20.6  5.1  0.6  1.1  1.1  2.0 

1964  - 22.4  22.4  22.1  22.1  22.3  23.4  .6  1.4  1.4  2.1 

1965  - - 20.4  20.5  21.0  20.9  21.2  11.0  . 5 . 8 . 9 1.3 

1966  19.3  19.4  19.1  19.2  19.3  33.9  .4  1.0  1.0  1.3 

1967  16.8  16.8  17.0  17.0  16.7  16.0  .4  .8  .8  1.4 

1968  15.2  15.2  15.3  15.2  15.3  13.8  .4  .7  .8  1.3 


Total 116.7  116.3  116.0  115.9  115.4  103.2 


Stubs  of  issued  United  States  savings  notes  2 (in  millions  of  pieces) 


1967  (•)  (*)  (•)  (•)  (•)  (*)  (*)  (*)  (*)  (*)  • 

1968  6.9  6.6  6.5  6.5  6.2  2.3  0.3  0.4  0.4  0.7 


•Loss  than  50,000. 

‘ Excludes  records  received  on  magnetic  tape  and  microfilm;  5.3  millien  in  1965,  6.4  million  in  1966,  12.8 
million  in  1967,  and  17.2  million  in  1968,  for  a total  of  41.7  million. 

2 U.S.  savings  notes  were  first  issued  in  May  1967. 

3 In  1962  (and  in  prior  years)  most  paper  type  bonds  were  processed  in  other  offices  manually  and  on 
tabulating  equipment. 
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Of  the  106.1  million  seiies  A-E  savings  bonds  redeemed  and  chai'ged 
to  the  Bureau  during  the  year  103.5  million  (97.6  percent)  were  re- 
deemed by  authorized  paying  agents.  For  these  redemptions  these 
agents  were  reimbursed  quarterly  at  the  rate  of  15  cents  each  for  the 
first  1,000  bonds  paid  and  10  cents  each  for  all  over  the  first  1,000  for  a 
total  of  $13,34-9,439  and  an  average  of  12.89  cents  per  bond. 

The  following  table  shows  the  number  of  savings  bonds  outstanding 
as  of  June  30, 1968,  by  series  and  denomination. 


Series  ^ 

Total 

Denomination  (in  thousands  of  pieces) 

$10 

$25  $50 

$75 

$100  $200 

$500 

$1,000  $5,000 

$10,000 

$100,000 

E 

. 504,616 

596 

270,412  115.945  3.703 

81,001  8,707 

11, 967 

12,235  

48 

2 

H... 

6, 955 

. 2, 702 

3, 836  319 

98 

A. 

2 

1 (*) 

1 

- (*) 

{*)  

B. 

3 

1 

1 

1 

- (*) 

(*)  

C 

7 

3 

1 

2 

- (•) 

1 

D 

33 

13 

6 

9 

2 

3 

F. 

30 

15 

9 

2 

4 (•) 

(•) 

G... 

66 

34 

13 

18  1 

(•) 

.T 

108 

26 

44 

11 

22  2 

3 

(') 

K 

56 

18 

31  4 

3 

(•) 

Total.  - 

- 511,876 

596 

270,471  115,953  3,703 

81,101  8,707 

14,715 

16, 150  326 

152 

2 

•Less  than  500  pieces. 

1 Currently  only  bonds  ot  Series  E and  H are  on  sale. 

The  following  table  shows  the  number  of  issuing  and  paying 

agents 

for  series  A- 

E savings  bonds  by  classes. 

Building 

Companies 

June  30 

Post 

Banks 

and  savings 

Credit 

operating 

All 

Total  2 

ofllces  1 

and  loan 

union."? 

payroll 

others 

associations 

plans 

Issuing  agents 

1945 

....  24,038 

15, 232 

3, 477 

2, 081 

« 9, 605 

(’) 

54, 433 

1950 

....  25,060 

15, 225 

1, 557 

522 

3, 052 

550 

45, 966 

1955 

2, 476 

15, 692 

1, 655 

428 

2, 942 

588 

23,681 

1960 

1,093 

16, 436 

1, 851 

320 

2, 352 

643 

22, 695 

1964 

977 

13,908 

1, 702 

252 

1, 783 

528 

19, 150 

1965 

943 

14,095 

1,702 

246 

1, 695 

510 

19, 191 

1966 

934 

14, 114 

1,710 

241 

1,621 

482 

19, 102 

1967 

901 

14. 181 

1,717 

231 

1, 541 

460 

19, 031 

1968 

870 

14, 234 

1,  701 

227 

1,485 

448 

18, 965 

Paying  agents 

1945 

13,466  . 

13. 466 

1950 

15,623 

874 

137 

57 

16, 691 

1955 

16, 269 

1, 188 

139 

56 

17, 652 

1960 

17, 127 

1,797 

169 

60 

19, 153 

1964 

14,039 

1, 779 

158 

15 

15, 991 

1965 

14,190 

1, 816 

157 

15 

16, 178 

1966 

14, 247 

1, 857 

164 

15 

16,283 

1967 

14,264 

1,884 

165 

14 

16, 327 

1968 



14,304 

1, 970 

175 

79 

16, 528 

1 Estimated  by  the  Post  Office  Depaitment  for  1955  and  thereafter.  Sale  of  series  E savings  bonds  was 
discontinued  at  post  offices  at  the  close  of  business  on  Dec.  31, 1953,  except  in  those  localities  where  no  other 
public  facilities  for  theii-  sale  were  available. 

2 Effective  Dec.  31,  1960,  a substantial  reduction  was  made  due  to  reclassification  by  Federal  Reserve 
banks  to  include  only  the  actual  number  of  entities  currently  qualified.  Does  not  include  branches  active 
in  the  savings  bond  program. 

* “All  others”  included  with  companies  operating  payroll  plans. 
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Interest  checks  issued  on  current  income-type  savings  bonds  (series 
H and  K)  during  the  year  totaled  4,759,121  with  a value  of  $329,055,- 
491.  New  accounts  established  for  series  H bonds,  the  only  current 
income-type  savings  bonds  presently  on  sale,  totaled  104,523  while  ac- 
counts closed  for  series  H bonds  totaled  171,476,  a decrease  of  66,953 
accounts. 

Applications  received  during  the  year  for  the  issue  of  duplicates  of 
savings  bonds  lost,  stolen,  or  destroyed  after  receipt  by  the  registered 
owner  or  his  agent  totaled  42,532.  In  24,106  of  such  cases  the  issuance 
of  duplicate  bonds  was  authorized.  In  addition,  24,496  applications 
for  relief  were  received  in  cases  where  the  original  bonds  were  re- 
ported as  not  being  received  after  having  been  mailed  to  the  registered 
owner  or  his  agent. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  TREASURER  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  is  responsible  for  the  receipt, 
custody,  and  disbursement,  upon  proper  order,  of  the  public  moneys 
and  for  maintaining  records  of  the  source,  location,  and  disposition  of 
these  funds.  The  functions  performed  by  the  Treasurer’s  Office  include 
the  verification  and  destruction  of  U.S.  paper  currency ; the  redemp- 
tion of  public  debt  securities ; the  keeping  of  cash  accounts  in  the  name 
of  the  Treasurer;  the  acceptance  of  deposits  made  by  Government 
officers  for  credit;  and  the  custody  of  bonds  held  to  secure  public 
deposits  in  commercial  banks.  In  addition.  Federal  Reserve  banks,  as 
depositaries  and  fiscal  agents  of  the  United  States,  perform  many 
similar  functions  for  the  Treasurer. 

Commercial  banks  qualifying  as  depositaries  provide  banldng 
facilities  for  the  Government  in  the  United  States  and  in  foreign 
countries.  Data  on  the  transactions  handled  for  the  Treasurer  by 
Federal  Reserve  banks  and  commercial  banks  are  reported  daily  to 
the  Treasurer  and  are  entered  in  the  Treasurer’s  general  accounts. 

The  Treasurer  maintains  current  summary  accounts  of  all  receipts 
and  expenditures ; pays  the  principal  and  interest  on  the  public  debt ; 
provides  checking  account  facilities  for  Government  disbursing  officers, 
corporations,  and  agencies;  pays  checks  drawn  on  the  Treasurer  of 
the  United  States  and  reconciles  the  checking  accounts  of  the  disburs- 
ing officers;  procures,  stores,  issues,  and  redeems  U.S.  currency;  audits 
redeemed  Federal  Reserve  currency;  examines  and  determines  the 
value  of  mutilated  currency ; and  acts  as  special  agent  for  the  payment 
of  principal  and  interest  on  certain  securities  of  U.S.  Government 
corporations. 

The  Office  of  the  Treasurer  maintains  facilities  at  the  Treasury  to : 
Accept  deposits  of  public  moneys  by  Government  officers;  cash  U.S. 
savings  bonds  and  checks  drawn  on  the  Treasurer ; receive  excess  and 
unfit  currency  and  coins  from  banks  in  the  Washington,  D.C.,  area; 
and  conduct  transactions  in  both  marketable  and  nonmarketable  pub- 
lic debt  securities.  The  Office  also  prepares  the  “Daily  Statement  of 
the  United  States  Treasury”  and  the  monthly  “Statement  of  United 
States  Currency  and  Coin.” 
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Under  the  authority  delegated  by  the  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States,  the  Treasurer  processes  claims  arising  from  forged 
endorsements  and  other  irregularities  involving  checks  paid  by  the 
Treasurer  and  passes  upon  claims  for  substitute  checks  to  replace  lost 
or  destroyed  unpaid  checks. 

The  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  is  custodian  of  bonds  held  to 
secure  public  deposits  in  commercial  banks,  and  miscellaneous  secu- 
rities held  for  other  agencies. 

Management  improvements 

Federal  Reserve  notes. — On  January  1,  1968,  under  the  Secretary’s 
authority  as  set  forth  in  Public  Law  89-427,  enacted  May  20, 1966,  the 
verification  and  destruction  of  unfit  Federal  Reserve  notes  in  the  Re- 
serve banks  was  extended  to  the  $20,  $50,  and  $100  denominations. 
Notes  of  these  denominations,  totaling  about  188  million  pieces  a year, 
will  no  longer  be  shipped  to  the  Treasury  where  they  formerly  weie 
verified  and  destroyed.  The  Federal  Reserve  Audit  Branch  in  the  Cur- 
rency Redemption  Division  of  this  office  has  been  abolished.  The  re- 
alinement  of  procedures  and  decentralization  of  this  function  are 
estimated  to  result  in  annual  recurring  savings  of  $346,000  and  60 
man-years. 

ADP  management. — During  the  fiscal  year,  work  performed  for 
other  agencies  by  the  Treasurer’s  Office  required  the  services  of  ADP 
personnel  valued  at  $210,000  and  computer  time  valued  at  $160,000. 
The  general  fimd  of  the  Treasury  was  increased  by  about  $105,000  in 
reimbursements  for  such  computer  usage. 

The  payroll  processing  services  provided  by  the  Treasurer’s  Office 
were  estended  in  July  1967,  to  about  350  employees  of  the  National  Gal- 
lery of  Art.  In  January  1968,  these  services  were  made  available  to 
approximately  680  employees  in  four  installations  of  the  Bureau  of 
Prisons. 

The  second  phase  of  the  Federal  Tax  Deposit  pi’ogram  began  in 
January  1968.  Under  this  procedure  approximately  7,200,000  payments 
received  from  the  banking  system  covering  income,  FICA,  excise, 
corporation,  and  other  taxes  Avere  converted  to  magnetic  tape  and 
furnished  to  the  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

The  procedure  for  distributing  the  stock  of  domestic  money  orders 
to  over  30,000  U.S.  Post  Offices  has  been  computerized  by  the  Treas- 
urer’s Office.  Delivery  of  the  money  orders  is  nOAV  made  each  quarter  on 
the  basis  of  requirements  developed  from  past  usage  experience.  The 
Post  Office  has  indicated  that  this  automated  distribution  system  is 
expected  to  generate  $50,000  in  aimual  savings. 

Assets  and  liabilities  in  the  Treasurer’s  account 

A summary  of  the  assets  and  liabilities  in  the  Treasurer’s  account  at 
the  close  of  the  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968  appears  in  the  Statistical 
Appendix. 

The  assets  of  the  Treasurer  consist  of  gold  and  sih^er  bullion,  coin 
and  coinage  metals,  paper  currency,  deposits  in  Federal  Resen^e 
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banks,  and  deposits  in  commercial  banks  designated  as  Government 
depositaries. 

Gold. — The  Treasurer’s  gold  assets  declined  sharply  during  fiscal 
1968,  largely  as  the  result  of  contributions  to  an  international  pool 
supplying  gold  to  the  London  market.  On  March  16  and  17,  1968,  the 
contributing  members  of  the  pool  melt  in  Washington  and  agreed  that 
officially -held  gold  should  be  used  only  for  transfers  among  monetary 
authorities  thereafter.^  The  outflow  was  slowed  appreciably  following 
this  action. 

The  net  reduction  of  $2,742.8  million  for  fiscal  1968  represents  sales 
of  $5,899.0  million,  purdhases  of  $3,159.2  million,  deposits  by  the 
International  Monetary  Fimd  of  $14.0  million  and  a withdrawal  by 
the  Fund  of  $17.0  million. 

Silver. — In  July  1967  the  Department  discontinued  sales  of  silver  at 
the  monetary  value  of  $1.29  + per  ounce,  a practice  which  it  had  fol- 
lowed up  to  that  time  to  keep  silver  coins  in  circulation.  An  adequate 
supply  of  the  new  silverless  coins  permitted  the  change  in  policy. 
Beginning  on  August  4, 1967,  Treasury  silver  was  offered  for  sale  each 
week  on  a bid  basis  through  the  General  Services  Administration  in 
amounts  needed  to  meet  domestic  demand.  In  March  1968  the  Bureau 
of  the  Mint  began  melting  down  silver  coins  returned  by  the  banking 
system,  and  beginning  in  May,  silver  from  this  source  was  also  offered 
for  sale.  By  the  yearend,  some  98  million  ounces  had  been  sold  in  this 
manner,  at  a profit  of  $55  million,  which  was  deposited  to  the  general 
fund  of  the  Treasury. 

Under  the  act  of  June  24, 1967  ^ (31  U.S.C.  405a-3)  silver  certificates 
continued  to  be  exchangeable  for  silver  bullion  at  the  monetary  value 
of  $1.29+  per  ounce  until  June  24,  1968.  On  June  25,  1968,  m com- 
pliance with  the  same  act,  165  million  ounces  of  silver  with  a monetary 
value  of  $213.3  million  were  transferred  to  the  stockpiles  established 
pursuant  to  the  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act. 

The  following  table  on  the  daily  Treasury  statement  basis,  sum- 
marizes transactions  in  silver  bullion  of  all  types  during  fiscal  1968. 


Silver  bullion  (in  millions) 


Fiscal  year  1968  Held  to  secure  Held  for  coinage,  etc. 

certificates,  

monetary  Monetary  Cost  value  Uncurrent 

value  value  coin  value 


On  hand  July  1, 1967 

Received  (+),  or  disbursed  (— ),  net 

Revalued 

Exchanged  for  silver  certificates 

Released  for  coinage 

Withdrawn  as  security  for  certificates... 

Used  in  coinage  or  in  coinage  metal 

Transferred  to  General  Services  Administration 
stockpile 


$551. 7 
-141. 0 
(*) 

$17.5 

-.4 

(*) 

-|-$0.6 

(•) 

$0.3 

+22.8 

-94.0 

-70.8 

-246.0 

-4.2  .. 
+70.8  .. 
+246.0  .. 
—37, 2 _ 

-17.1 

-.5 

-213.3  .. 

On  hand  June  30,  1968. 


79.2  .6  5.5 


•Less  than  $50,000. 


' See  exhibit  39. 

2 See  1967  annual  report,  p.  400. 
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Balances  with  defositaries. — The  following  table  shows  the  number 
of  each  class  of  depositaries  and  balances  on  June  30,  1968. 


Number  of 
accounts  with 
depositaries  • 


Deposits  to 
the  credit  of 
the  Treasurer 
of  the 

United  States, 
June  30, 1968 


Federal  Reserve  banks  and  branches 36  2 425, 225, 335 

Other  domestic  depositaries  reporting  dii'ectly  to  the  Tre^urer 35  13, 557, 795 

Depositaries  reporting  through  Fedei'al  Reserve  banks: 

General  depositaries,  etc 2, 355  141, 140, 744 

Special  depositaries,  Treasui^y  tax  and  loan  accounts. 12, 483  4, 113, 454, 028 

Foreign  depositaries  3 61  35, 577, 405 


Total 14,970  5,728,955,307 


t Includes  only  depositaries  having  balances  with  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  on  June  30,  1968. 
Excludes  depositaries  designated  to  furnish  official  checking  account  facilities  or  other  services  to  Govern- 
ment officers,  but  which  are  not  authorized  to  maintain  accounts  with  the  Treasurer.  Banking  institutions 
designated  as  general  depositaries  are  frequently  also  designated  as  special  depositaries  hence  the  total 
number  of  accounts  exceeds  the  number  of  institutions  involved. 

2 Includes  checks  for  $351,535,487  in  process  of  collection. 

3 Principally  branches  of  U.S.  banks  and  of  the  American  Express  International  Banking  Corp, 


Bureau  operations 

Recei/oing  and  disbursing  fubUc  moneys. — Government  officers  de- 
posit moneys  which  they  have  collected  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States.  Such  deposits  may  be  made  with  the  Treasurer 
at  Washington,  or  at  Federal  Keserve  banks,  or  at  designated  Govern- 
ment depositaries,  domestic  or  foreign.  Certain  taxes  are  also  deposited 
directly  by  the  employeis  or  manufacturers  who  withhold  or  pay  them. 
All  payments  are  withdrawn  from  the  Treasurer’s  account.  Moneys 
deposited  and  withdrawn  in  the  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968,  exclusive 
of  certain  intragovernmental  transactions,  are  shown  in  the  following 
table  on  the  daily  Treasury  statement  basis. 


Deposits,  withdrawals,  and  balances  in  the  Treasurer's  account 

1967 

1968 

Balance  at  beginning  of  fiscal  year 

$12,  407, 377, 210 

$7,  758,994,  525 

Cash  deposits: 

Internal  revenue,  customs,  trust  fund,  and  other  collections 

Public  debt  receipts  > 

Less:  ■ 

Accruals  on  savings  bonds  and  notes,  retirement  plan 

163, 030, 203, 399 
280,893,225, 792 

-4, 705, 989, 274 
-82, 729, 779, 799 
14, 481, 607, 776 

165,086,296, 205 
303, 962, 463, 920 

-5,319, 480, 407 
-75,264,118,336 
21,793,351,288 

Purchases  by  Government  agencies 

Total  deposits 

370,975, 267,894 

410,258, 512,  669 

Cash  withdrawals: 

164, 591, 006, 692 
274, 579, 375, 793 

-5, 020, 054, 314 
-74,141,110,873 
16, 268, 217, 025 

184, 581, 367,232 
282, 604, 995, 288 

-5,315, 093, 680 
-70,956, 764,690 
18, 313, 713, 142 

Public  debt  redemptions  • 

Less: 

Redemptions  included  in  budget  and  trust  accounts 

Redemptions  of  securities  of  Governmeiit  agencies  in  market 

376,277,434,323 

409, 228,217,292 

Change  in  clearing  accounts  (checks  outstanding,  deposits  in  transit, 
unclassified  transactions,  etc.),  net  deposits,  or  withdrawals  (— ) 

653, 783, 744 

-2, 095, 227,  780 

Balance  at  close  of  fiscal  year - 7,768,994,525  6,694,062,122 


> For  details  see  Statistical  Appendix. 
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Issuing  and  redeeming  paper  currency. — U.S.  notes  were  the  only 
U.S.  paper  currency  issued  by  the  Office  of  the  Treasurer  during  fiscal 
1968.  As  required  by  law  (31  U.S.C.  404)  these  notes  were  issued  in 
amounts  equal  to  those  redeemed.  Unfit  U.S.  paper  currency  is  re- 
deemed and  destroyed  at  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  and  branches  and 
at  the  Treasurer’s  Office  in  Washington,  D.U. 

Federal  Reserve  notes  constitute  over  98  percent  of  the  paper  cur- 
rency in  circulation.  When  printed  by  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and 
Printing  these  notes  were  formerly  delivered  to  the  Office  of  the  Comp- 
troller of  the  Currency  and  the  Treasurer’s  Office,  to  be  held  in  joint 
custody;  however,  this  arrangement  was  discontinued  in  April  1968 
in  the  interest  of  economy.  Under  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  95 
(Revision  No.  2),  dated  April  19,  1968  (see  exhibit  69),  the  newly 
printed  notes  are  retained  in  the  custody  of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving 
and  Printing  for  the  account  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency.  The 
Bureau  ships  notes  to  Federal  Reserve  agents  and  their  representatives 
at  Federal  Reserve  banks  and  branches  as  needed.  Federal  Reserve 
banks  then  obtain  notes  for  issuance  to  the  commercial  banking  system 
by  depositing  equivalent  amounts  of  collateral  with  their  respective 
agents. 

As  the  notes  become  unfit  for  further  circulation  they  are  redeemed 
under  procedures  prescribed  by  the  Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary.  Notes 
of  the  $1,  $5,  and  $10  denominations  are  cancelled,  verified,  and  de- 
stroyed at  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  and  at  the  Treasurer’s  Currency 
Redemption  Division  in  Washington  without  being  sorted  by  bank  of 
issue.  The  Federal  Reserve  Board  of  Governors  then  apportions  the 
redemption  of  such  notes  among  the  banks  of  issue  on  a formula  basis. 
Since  January  1,  1968,  notes  of  the  $20,  $50,  and  $100  denominations 
are  sorted  by  bank  of  issue,  then  cancelled,  verified,  and  destroyed  at 
the  same  locations.  The  $500,  $1,000,  $5,000,  and  $10,000  denominations 
are  sorted  by  bank  of  issue,  cut  in  half  and  the  lower  halves  forwarded 
to  the  Treasurer’s  Currency  Verification  Section  in  Washington,  the 
banks  retaining  the  upper  halves  and  adjusting  and  destroying  them 
after  the  Treasurer’s  verification  is  completed.  In  all  cases  the  Federal 
Reserve  Board  of  Governors  serves  as  a clearing  house  for  effecting 
appropriate  settlements  among  the  banks. 

The  Treasurer’s  Office  accounts  for  Federal  Reserve  notes  from  the 
time  that  they  are  delivered  by  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 
mitil  finally  redeemed  and  destroyed.  The  accounts  show  the  amounts 
for  each  bank  of  issue  and  each  denomination  of  notes  held  in  the  re- 
serve vault,  held  by  each  Federal  Reserve  agent,  or  issued  and 
outstanding. 

The  Currency  Redemption  Division  redeems  unfit  paper  currency 
of  all  types  received  locally  in  Washington  and  from  Government  offi- 
cers abroad,  as  well  as  burned  or  mutilated  currency  from  any  source. 
During  fiscal  1968  the  Division  examined  and  identified  burned  and 
mutilated  currency  for  approximately  49,000  claimants  and  made  pay- 
ments therefor  totaling  $12,117,865. 

A comparison  of  the  amounts  of  paper  currency  of  all  classes,  issued, 
318-223—69 9 
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redeemed,  and'  outstanding  during  the  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968 
follows. 


Fiscal  year  1967 

Fiscal  year  1968 

Pieces 

Amount 

Pieces 

Amount 

Outstanding  July  1 

Issues  during  year 

6,264,762,001 

1,990,312,012 

?.  fi24  ftiO  .593 

$41,967,353,297 
11, 899, 289, 572 
11,371,465, 770 
42, 495, 177, 099 

4, 630, 433, 420 
2, 268, 619, 466 
2,074,016, 826 
4,825,036,060 

$42, 495,177,099 
13, 074, 100, 130 
10, 490,967,086 
45,078, 310,143 

Outstanding  June  30-1 J 

4,630,433,420 

The  Statistical  Appendix  shows  by  class  and  denomination  the  value 
of  paper  currency  issued  and  redeemed  during  the  fiscal  year  1968 
and  the  amounts  outstanding  at  the  end  of  the  year ; that  volume  also 
gives  further  details  on  the  stock  and  circulation  of  money  in  the 
United  States. 

Paying  grants  through  letters  of  credit. — Treasury  Department 
Circular  No.  1075,  dated  May  28, 1964,  established  a procedure  “to  pre- 
clude withdrawals  from  the  Treasury  any  sooner  than  necessary”  in 
cases  where  Federal  programs  are  financed  by  grants  or  other  pay- 
ments to  State  or  local  governments  or  to  educational  or  other  insti- 
tutions. Under  this  procedure  Government  departments  and  agencies 
issue  letters  of  credit  which  permit  grantees  to  make  withdrawals  from 
the  account  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  as  they  need  funds 
to  accomplish  the  object  for  which  a grant  has  been  awarded. 

By  the  close  of  fiscal  1968,  41  Government  agency  accounting  sta- 
tions were  making  disbursements  through  letters  of  credit.  A total  of 
60,327  withdrawal  transactions,  aggregating  $18,310.8  million,  were 
processed  during  the  year,  compared  with  57,007  transactions,  totaling 
$13,955.6  million  for  the  preceding  year. 

Checking  accounts  of  disbursing  officers  and  agencies. — ^As  of  June 
30,  1968,  the  Treasurer  maintained  2,128  checking  accounts,  compared 
with  2,104  the  year  before.  The  number  of  checks  paid  by  categories  of 
disbursing  officers  during  fiscal  1967  and  1968  follow. 


Disbursing  officers 


Number  of  checks  paid 
1967  1968 


Treasury 412,134,281  426,439,674 

Army : 36,629,305  38,883,267 

Navy 38,775,601  39,952,041 

Air  Force 35,415,062  35,882,940 

Other 26,822,415  28,671,971 


Total 649,776,564  569,729,893 


Settling  check  claims. — ^During  the  fiscal  year  the  Treasurer  proc- 
essed 628,406  requests  for  stop  payment  on  Government  checks  and 
97,755  requests  for  removal  of  stoppage  of  payments. 

The  Treasurer  acted  upon  329,768  paid  check  claims  during  the 
year,  including  those  referred  to  the  U.S.  Secret  Service  for  investiga- 
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tion  which  involved  the  forgery,  alteration,  counterfeiting,  or  fraudu- 
lent issuance  and  negotiation  of  Government  checks.  Eeclamation  was 
requested  from  those  having  liability  to  the  United  States  on  46,976 
claims,  and  $5,307,083.59  was  recovered.  Settlements  and  adjustments 
were  made  on  35,620  cases  totaling  $5,848,107.39.  Disbursements  from 
the  check  forgery  insurance  fund,  established  to  enable  the  Treasurer 
to  expedite  settlement  of  check  claims,  totaled  $771,728.32.  As  recov- 
eries are  made,  these  moneys  are  restored  to  the  fund.  Settlements 
totaling  $6,698,196.60  have  been  made  from  the  Treasurer’s  Check 
Forgery  Insurance  Fund  since  it  was  established  on  November  21, 1941. 

Claims  by  payees  and  others  involving  141,668  outstanding  checks 
were  acted  upon.  Of  these,  133,733  were  certified  for  issuance  of  sub- 
stitute checks  valued  at  $92,596,411.90  to  replace  checks  that  were  not 
received  or  were  lost,  stolen,  or  destroyed. 

The  Treasurer  treated  as  canceled  and  transferred  to  accounts  of 
agencies  concerned  for  adjustment  purposes  the  proceeds  of  18,100  un- 
available outstanding  checks,  totaling  $9,730,365.38. 

Collecting  checks  deposited. — Government  officers  during  the  year 
deposited  more  than  8,542,000  commercial  checks,  drafts,  money  or- 
ders, etc.,  with  the  Treasurer’s  Cash  Division  in  Washington  for 
collection. 

Custody  of  securities. — The  face  value  of  securities  held  in  the  cus- 
tody of  the  Treasurer  as  of  June  30, 1967,  and  June  30, 1968,  is  shown 
below. 


Purpose  for  which  held 


June  30 

1967  1968 


As  collateral: 

To  secure  deposits  of  public  moneys  in  depositary  banks $59, 514, 600 

In  lieu  of  sureties 4, 227, 850 

In  custody  for  Government  ofllcers  and  others: 

For  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ‘ 33, 086, 328, 615 

For  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency.— 17,964,600 

For  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 842, 062, 000 

For  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration - 139, 661, 606 

For  the  District  of  Columbia 182, 667, 476 

For  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs 37, 728, 250 

Foreign  obligations  2 12, 046, 086, 451 

Other  3 62,660,356 

For  Government  security  transactions: 

Unissued  bearer  securities - — 1,737,334,000 


$42, 439,600 
4, 622, 000 

33, 173, 227, 275 
10, 015, 000 
245, 000, 000 
162,733, 373 
169,955, 879 
63, 246, 650 
12,040,894, 451 
49, 087, 296 

4, 190, 314,800 


Total. 


48,205,235,504  60,141,536,324 


> Includes  those  securities  of  Government  corporations  and  other  business-type  activities  reported  in  the 
Statistical  Appendix  as  held  by  the  Treasury. 

2 Issued  by  foreign  governments  to  the  United  States  for  indebtedness  arising  from  World  War  I. 

3 Includes  U.S.  savings  bonds  in  safekeeping  for  individuals. 


Servicing  securities  for  Oovemment  corporations  and  Federal 
agencies. — In  accordance  with  agreements  between  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  and  various  Government  corporations  and  agencies,  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States  acts  as  special  agent  for  the  payment 
of  principal  of  and  interest  on  their  securities.  A comparison  of  these 
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jDayments  during  the  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968,  on  the  daily  Treasury 
statement  basis,  is  as  follows. 


Payment  made  lor 

1967 

1968 

Principal 

Interest 

Principal 

Interest 

redeemed 

paid 

redeemed 

paid 

Banks  for  cooperatives... $1,783,705,000  $50,203,178  $2,360,260,000  $59,758,851 

District  of  Colombia  Ailnory  Board 781,641  813,981 

Federal  home  loan  banks 5, 565, 395, 000  341, 123, 959  5, 222, 730, 000  226, 814, 788 

Federal  Housing  Administration 106,644,750  23,486,977  55,496,650  23,415,580 

Federal  intermediate  credit  banks. 3, 756, 645, 000  146, 476, 292  4, 100, 310, 000  159, 051, 722 

Federal  land  banks 1, 082, 109, 800  183, 940, 306  1, 656, 903, 600  238, 231, 761 

Federal  National  Mortgage  Association. 891,289,000  120,254,871  638,404,000  120,826,176 

Others 139, 475  45, 607  159, 025  39, 160 


Total 13,185.928,025  866,312,831  14,034,263,275  828,952,018 


Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control 

The  Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control  is  responsible  for  administer- 
ing the  Treasury  Department’s  freezing  controls.  During  fiscal  1968, 
the  controls  under  the  Foreign  Assets  Control  Regulations  and  the 
Cuban  Assets  Control  Regnlations  Avith  respect  to  trade  and  financial 
transactions  Avitb,  and  assets  in  the  United  States  of  Communist  China, 
North  Korea,  North  Vietnam,  Cuba  and  their  nationals  and  the  pro- 
hibitions relating  to  the  purchase  abroad  and  importation  of  Commu- 
nist Chinese,  North  Korean,  North  Vietnamese  and  Cuban 
merchandise  were  continued. 

The  Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control  also  administered  without 
change  during  fiscal  1968  the  Transaction  Contro.1  Regulations  which 
supplement  the  export  controls  exercised  by  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce over  direct  exports  from  the  United  States  to  Eastern  Europe 
and  the  U.S.S.R.  These  prohibit,  unless  licensed,  any  person  within 
the  United  States  from  purchasing  or  selling  or  arranging  the  pur- 
chase or  sale  of  internationally  controlled  strategic  commodities 
located  outside  the  United  States  for  ultimate  delivery  to  the  Soviet 
Bloc.  As  in  the  case  of  both  the  Foreign  Assets  and  Cuban  Assets  Con- 
trol Regulations,  the  prohibitions  apply  not  only  to  domestic  Ameri- 
can companies  but  also  to  foreign  firms  OAvned  or  controlled  by  persons 
within  the  United  States. 

The  administration  of  assets  remaining  blocked  under  the  World 
War  II  Foreign  Fmids  Control  Regulations  Avhich  Avere  transferred 
to  the  Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control  from  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice in  fiscal  1966  Avas  also  continued.  These  regulations  apply  to  assets 
blocked  under  Executrte  Order  8389  of  Hungary,  Czechoslovakia, 
Estonia,  Latvia,  Lithuania,  East  Germany,  and  nationals  thereof  who 
AA-ere  on  January  1,  1945,  in  Hungary  or  on  December  7,  1945,  in 
Czechoslovakia,  Estonia,  Latvia  or  Lithuania  or  on  December  31, 
1946,  in  East  Germany. 

^ In  addition,  the  Office  administered  unchanged  the  Rhodesian 
Iransaction  Regulations,  issued  on  March  1,  1967,  under  Executive 
Order  No.  11322  of  January  5, 1967,  implementing  the  United  Nations 
becurity  Council’s  resolution  No.  232  . of  December  16,  1966,  Avhich 
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imposed  selective  mandatory  economic  sanctions  against  Southern 
Ehodesia. 

Under  the  Foreign  Assets  Control  and  Transaction  Control  Regu- 
lations, the  number  of  specific  license  applications  received  (including 
applications  reopened)  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1968, 
was  5,713.  During  that  period  a total  of  5,684  was  acted  on. 

Under  the  Cuban  Assets  Control  Regulations,  452  applications  for 
licenses  were  received  (including  applications  reopened)  during  the 
fiscal  year,  and  451  applications  were  acted  on.  Comparable  figures 
under  the  Foreign  Funds  Control  Regulations  were  153  applications 
received  and  163  acted  on  and  under  the  Rhodesian  Transaction  Con- 
trol Regulations,  21  applications  received  and  22  acted  on. 

Certain  broad  categories  of  unexceptionable  transactions  are  cov- 
ered by  general  licenses  set  forth  in  the  regulations,  and  such  transac- 
tions may  be  engaged  in  by  interested  parties  without  need  for  securing 
specific  licenses. 

The  enforcement  efforts  of  the  Control  resulted  in  three  criminal 
convictions  during  the  fiscal  year  for  violations  of  the  Regulations. 
Fines  totaling  $13,500  were  imposed  and  collected.  Moreover,  during 
this  period,  violations  of  the  Foreign  Assets  Control  Regulations  led 
to  the  forfeiture  to  the  United  States,  under  applicable  Customs  laws, 
of  merchandise  totaling  in  excess  of  $55,063.  In  addition,  merchandise 
tentatively  valued  at  approximately  $110,871  was  seized  and  is  ex- 
pected to  be  forfeited  after  the  completion  of  the  necessary  formal 
procedures.  In  still  other  cases  where  forfeitures  and  civil  penalties 
were  mitigated  as  a result  of  extenuating  circumstances,  more  than 
$34,491  was  collected  in  lieu  of  forfeiture  and  civil  penalties. 

Internal  Revenue  Service' 

The  Internal  Revenue  Service  administers  the  internal  revenue  laws 
em'bodied  in  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (title  26  U.S.C.)  and  certain 
other  statutes,  including  the  Federal  Alcohol  Administration  Act 
(27  U.S.C.  201-212) , the  Liquor  Enforcement  Act  of  1936  (18  U.S.C. 
1261, 1262,  3615) , and  the  Federal  Firearms  Act  (15  U.S.C.  901-910) 

It  is  the  mission  of  the  Service  to  encour^e  and  achieve  the  highest 
possible  degree  of  voluntary  compliance  with  the  tax  laws  and  regula- 
tions and  to  maintain  the  highest  degree  of  public  confidence  in  the 
integrity  and  efficiency  of  the  Service. 

Major  management  improvements 

Since  the  Government-wide  program  for  cost  reduction  and  man- 
agement improvement  was  initiated  by  the  President  3 years  ago,  the 
Service  has  documented  and  reported  savings  of  almost  $48  million. 
The  $16.8  million  reported  in  fiscal  1968  represented  a record  high.  This 
savings  is  considered  particularly  significant  since  it  was  achieved 
despite  funding  restrictions  which  resulted  in  the  deferral  of  several 
major  projects. 

Major  systems  and  procedwral  changes. — Agreement  was  reached 
with  27  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  for  providing  them  with 

• Additional  Information  -will  be  found  in  the  separate  “Annual  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue.” 

^ See  also  page  33. 
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magnetic  tapes  of  selected  data  elements  from  the  Service’s  individual 
master  tape  file.  Tapes  are  made  available  to  States  on  a reimbursable 
basis.  The  magnetic  tape  interchange  program  benefits  both  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  the  States  by  making  the  information  inter- 
change more  efficient  and  economical  than  was  possible  under  the  man- 
ual means  used  in  years  past.  To  insure  the  confidentiality  of  tax  infor- 
mation supplied  States  and  their  political  subdivisions,  the  Service 
participated  in  a joint  Service-State  review  of  the  controls  employed 
to  safeguard  against  improper  disclosure  of  information.  As  a result 
of  the  review,  new  and  revised  guidelines  for  States  to  follow  in  the 
use  and  protectibn  of  federally  supplied  information  were  approved 
for  inclusion  in  subsequent  Federal-State  exchange  agreements. 

A new  approach  for  reviewing  regional  financial  plans  has  resulted 
in  a significant  reduction  in  travel  costs  for  this  function.  Under  the 
new  system,  proposed  plans  are  first  reviewed  in  the  National  Office 
by  budget  analysts  in  each  area  of  budgetary  responsibility.  The  an- 
alysts develop  a point  list  recommending  adjustments,  enumerating 
items  in  need  of  additional  information,  and  reporting  on  the  gener^ 
status  of  each  planned  activity.  A senior  budget  official  is  briefed  on  the 
results  of  the  review,  and  a copy  of  the  list  is  supplied  to  the  region  to 
help  them  prepare  for  onsite  review.  The  onsite  review  is  conducted 
only  by  the  senior  official  compared  tOithe  three- member  teams  formerly 
used,  and  onsite  review  time  has  been  reduced  from  10  days  to  4 days. 

Informing  and  assisting  taxpayers 

The  Service  conveyed  its  philosophy  of  tax  administration  in  a 
“personal  letter”  to  American  taxpayers  which  accompanied  distribu- 
tion of  individual  tax  forms  in  December  1967,  Along  with  rights  and 
obligations  of  taxp^ers  were  listed  some  of  the  responsibilities  of  the 
Internal  Kevenue  Service : evenhanded,  reasonable,  and  courteous 
treatment  of  taxpayers ; vigorous  enforcement ; and  prompt  action  on 
taxpayer  problertis.  With  the  help  of  taxpayers’  views,  the  Service  has 
sought  to  provide  better  service  and  to  make  tax  compliance  as  easy 
as  it  can  be  and  thereby  encourage  taxpayers  to  cooperate  fully  in  the 
joint  endeavor  of  achieving  fair,  prompt,  and  economical  tax 
administration. 

Public  information  program. — The  need  to  exercise  ingenuity  in 
finding  inexpensive  means  to  accomplish  program  objectives  was 
particularly  critical  due  to  fiscal  1968  budgetary  restraints.  Two  ex- 
amples of  getting  the  job  done  effectively  and  economically  are  the 
annual  TV  naif-hour  presentation  on  how-to-file  and  a new  30-minute 
film  on  automatic  data  processing,  intended  for  tax  practitioners.  Both 
items  were  prepared  at  minimum  cost  through  the  use  of  considerable 
film  footage  made  previously.  Tax  information  was  provided  to  private 
firms  and  commercial  banks  for  use  in  customer  service  booklets  and 
commercial  bank  newspaper  advertisements,  thereby  reaching  new  and 
larger  audiences  of  taxpayers.  Tens  of  millions  of  taxpayers  were 
served  throughout  the  year  by  articles  and  feature  stories  providing- 
tax  return  guidance  in  books,  magazines,  and  newspapers.  Question- 
and-answer  columns  were  carried  by  more  than  half  of  all  daily  news- 
papers during  the  filing  season. 

Since  the  benefits  of  computer  processing  are  lost  to  the  extent 
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incorrect  information  is  fed  into  the  machines,  the  taxpayer  error 
prevention  campaign  was  greatly  expanded  in  fiscal  1968.  In  addition 
to  providing  TV  and  radio  information  about  avoidable  errors,  the 
importance  of  accuracy  on  returns  was  stressed  in  news  releases,  maga- 
zine articles,  question-and-answer  columns,  and  on  some  50,000  mail- 
truck  posters.  Throughout  the  filing  period,  error  rates  were  computed 
on  a weekly  basis  for  the  five  principal  types  of  individual  and  business 
taxpayer  errors.  By  having  these  error  rates  available,  district  offices 
were  able  to  select  for  publicity  the  rates  of  greatest  local  concern 
and  potential  improvement. 

Taxpayer  assistance  program. — In  fiscal  1968  the  Service  concluded 
a 3-year  program  of  selection  and  special  training  of  approximately 
900  taxpayer  service  representatives  for  the  specific  purpose  of  pro- 
viding year-round  service  to  taxpayers  in  493  Service  office  locations. 
As  a further  aid,  57  taxpayer  service  representatives  provided  itinerant 
service  at  141  office  locations  not  having  a permanent  taxpayer  service 
staff.  The  presence  of  these  employees  on  publicized  days  of  the  week 
prevented  the  inconvenience  previously  experienced  by  taxpayers  who 
visited  or  called  the  office  only  to  find  all  technical  employees  out 
on  official  business,  and  conserved  the  costly  expenditure  of  tech- 
nical time  f ormerly  used  in  providing  taxpayer  assistance. 

Year-round  service  to  taxpayers  increased  for  the  fourth  consecutive 
year  when  26.6  million  taxpayers  telephoned  or  visited  Service  offices 
in  fiscal  1968,  an  increase  of  300,000  over  last  year.  Telephone  inquiries 
continued  to  comprise  the  bulk  of  the  total  with  17  million  taxpayers 
( 64  percent)  serviced  in  this  way. 

Tax  forms. — The  success  of  the  self-assessment  system  depends  in 
part  upon  the  quality  of  tax  return  forms  and  related  instructions 
to  taxpayers.  Continued  attention  was  devoted  to  forms  improvement 
in  fiscal  1968  and  activity  remained  high.  Among  the  factors  which 
made  new  or  revised  forms  necessary  were:  (1)  The  Eevenue  and 
Expenditure  Control  Act  of  1968,  passed  in  June  1968,  but  containing 
retroactive  features  making  prompt  distribution  of  revised  forms 
essential j (2)  changes  in  the  rules  for  making  tax  deposits;  (3) 
changes  m the  aicial  security  laws;  (4)  changes  which  extended  direct 
filing;  and  (5)  changes  in  the  law  and  rules  relating  to  the  interest 
equ'Euization  tax. 

Included  among  the  new  tax  forms  was  form  1040X,  which  provides 
a simple  means  for  a taxpayer  to  correct  any  erroneous  information 
reported  on  his  original  income  tax  return.  At  the  same  time  it  supplies 
information  required  for  expeditious  processing  of  amended  over- 
payment returns  and  thereby  accelerates  issuance  of  refund  checks. 

Tax  rulings. — The  National  Office  interprets  the  tax  law  and  issues 
letter  rulings  on  specific  sets  of  facts  in  response  to  inquiries  from 
taxpayers  or  their  representatives.  Technical  advice  is  also  provided 
to  district  directors  on  technical  or  procedural  questions  which  can- 
not be  resolved  at  the  local  level  on  the  basis  of  law,  regulations,  or 
other  definitive  information.  During  fiscal  1968,  26,585  requests  for 
letter  rulings  and  3,222  requests  for  technical  advice  were  met. 

Regulations  program. — Twenty-eight  final  regulations,  three  tem- 
porary regulations,  and  22  notices  of  proposed  rulemaking,  relating 
to  matters  other  than  alcohol  and  tobacco  taxes,  were  published  in  the 
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“Federal  Eegister”  during  the  year.  Five  public  hearings  attended  by 
over  400  persons  were  held  on  proposed  regulations. 

Personnel 

The  task  of  finding  or  reassigning  qualified  personnel  for  pro- 
fessional positions  has  been  quite  challenging  for  the  past  3 years, 
and  yet  in  fiscal  ^ 1968,  a year  of  relative  austerity,  appreciable  gains 
were  made,  especially  in  the  number  and  quality  of  revenue  agents  and 
tax  technicians.  Many  vacancies  were  filled  early  in  the  year  through  an 
aggressive  recruitment  campaign.  As  a result  of  the  budgetary  reduc- 
tions, tight  restrictions  were  placed  on  college  recruitment  and  recruit- 
ment for  enforcement  positions  during  the  second  half  of  the  year. 

The  concentration  in  seven  service  centers  of  returns  processing 
operations  formerly  performed  in  58  district  offices  resulted  in  a 
heavy  demand  on  service  center  labor  markets.  Over  100,000  applica- 
tions for  employment  were  reviewed  to  select  15,000  seasonal  employees 
needed  to  fill  card  punch  operator,  clerk,  and  tax  examiner  positions 
required  for  the  filing  season  workload. 

Over  the  past!  few  years,  the  Service  has  rapidly  increased  its 
programs  to  provide  employment  for  economically  and  educationally 
disadvantaged  young  people.  These  programs,  funded  largely  by 
sources  other  than  the  Service,  provide  each  enrollee  with  direct 
financial  benefits  and  an  introduction  to  the  world  of  work.  In  June 
the  Service  had  hired  1,345  disadvantaged  youngsters  between  the  ages 
of  16  and  21  under  the  Youth  Opportunity  Program.  All  Service 
supervisors  received  a booklet  developed  by  the  Service  on  supervising 
the  disadvantaged.  This  special  guide,  entitled  “Adjusting  to  the 
World  of  Work,”  was  highly  successful,  and  was  later  reprinted  by 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  for  distribution  to  other  Federal  offices. 

This  year  there  has  been  special  success  in  the  hiring  and  training 
of  the  handicapped.  Civil  Service  Commission  Chairman  John  W. 
Macy,  Jr.,  honored  the  Service  with  two  awards:  one  to  the  agency, 
and  the  other  to  an  individual  employee.  Service  centers  are  among 
the  leading  employers  of  the  handicapped.  The  Governor  of  Massachu- 
setts honored  the  North -Atlantic  Service  Center  with  a Citation  for 
Meritorious  Service,  largely  for  its  achievements  in  the  employment  of 
the  mentally  restored.  The  Director  of  the  Southwest  Service  Center 
received  the  John  E.  Fogarty  public  personnel  award  in  recognition 
of  his  devotion  to  the  program  for  hiring  the  handicapped. 

Training 

The  Service  recently  has  developed  several  programs  aimed  at 
improving  its  ability  to  administer  specific  areas  of  the  law.  An 
automatic  data  processing  course  acquaints  revenue  agents  with  the 
operations  of  the  ADP  system  and  teaches  them  how  to  use  the  infor- 
mation in  the  system  when  auditing  tax  returns.  Training  in  inter- 
national issues  prepares  Service  employees  to  apply  the  provisions 
of  tax  law  that  affect  foreign  taxpayers  with  income  in  the  United 
States  and  U.S.  taxpayers  with  foreign  income.  The  large  case  training 
program  helps  revenue  agents  conduct  effective  team  audits  of  cor- 
porate giants,  while  the  advanced  training  program  for  revenue  officers 
concentrated  on  sophisticated  legal  collection  problems. 
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The  Service  annually  presents  tax  education  institutes,  usually 
2 days  each,  during  the  tax  filing  period.  These  are  for  professional 
tax  practitioners  and  anyone  else  who  helps  others  fill  out  their  tax 
returns.  The  institutes  have  been  expanding  in  the  past  few  years,  with 
over  35,000  persons  attending  in  1968. 

Since  the  International  Tax  Seminars  began  in  1965,  the  Service  has 
steadily  increased  its  contribution  in  training  employees  of  partici- 
pating countries  in  tax  matters.  Technical  assistance,  includmg  the 
use  of  onsite  training  advisors,  has  been  given  to  countries  requesting 
aid  in  planning  and  implementing  institutional  reform.  Training  pro- 
grams, conducted  in  English,  Spanish,  and  Portuguese  increased  in 
both  amount  and  types  of  training  offered. 

Internal  revenue  collections  and  refunds 

Gross  collections. — Fiscal  1968  internal  revenue  collections  reached 
a new  high  of  $153.6  billion,  an  increase  of  $5.3  billion  (3.5  percent) 
over  fiscal  1967  collections.  A monthly  record  was  set  in  April  1968, 
when  almost  $21  billion  was  collected,  including  record  monthly  re- 
ceipts of  $7.6  billion  in  individual  income  taxes  (other  than  withheld) . 

Individual  income  tax  payments  showed  a particularly  sharp  in- 
crease this  year.  Individual  income  tax  payments  (including  both 
amounts  withheld  by  employers  and  amounts  paid  by  individuals  with 
their  returns)  increased  by  $8.8  billion  (12.6  percent)  to  a total  of 
$78.1  billion.  Individual  income  tax  collections  accounted  for  slightly 
over  one-half  of  total  collections  in  fiscal  1968,  compared  to  47  percent 
in  fiscal  1967. 

Corporate  income  tax  pa3anents  totaled  $29.9  billion,  a decline  of 
$5.0  billion  ( 14.4  percent)  from  last  year.  The  Revenue  and  Expendi- 
ture Control  Act  of  1968,  approved  June  28,  1968,  was  enacted  too 
late  in  the  year  to  have  an  effect  on  tax  revenues  for  the  12  months 
ended  June  30, 1968.  The  retroactive  application  of  the  act,  increasing 
the  tax  rate  by  a 10-percent  surcharge  on  corporate  income  tax  from 
January  1,  1968  (and  on  individual  income  tax  from  April  1,  1968) 
will  be  reflected  in  fiscal  1969  collections. 

Increases  in  both  the  Federal  Insurance  Contributions  Act  and  the 
Self-Employment  Contributions  Act  tax  rate  and  in  the  amount  of 
income  on  which  the  tax  is  imposed  helped  raise  the  amount  of  em- 
ployment taxes  collected  over  last  year.  The  total  of  $28.2  billion  col- 
lected was  $1.3  billion  (4.7  percent)  higher  than  fiscal  1967  collections. 

Excise  tax  collections  showed  a moderate  increase  of  $0.2  biUion 
over  last  year. 

Gross  collections  by  detailed  categories  from  1936-68  are  contained 
in  the  Statistical  Appendix  to  this  annual  report. 

Refunds. — The  number  of  refunds  of  all  classes  of  tax  totaled  51.9 
million  in  fiscal  1968,  a 5.9-percent  increase  over  the  prior  year.  These 
refunds  covered  tax  overpayments  of  $11.3  billion  to  which  was  added 
interest  of  $121  million.  The  increase  in  principal  refunded  was  $1.8 
billion,  and  in  interest  paid  $0.2  million.  The  ratio  of  interest  to  prin- 
cipal declined  from  1.27  percent  in  fiscal  1967  to  1.07  percent  in  fiscal 
1968. 
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Receipt  and  processing  of  returns 

Number  of  returns  filed. — A.  total  of  107.6  million  returns  was  filed 
in  fiscal  1968,  an  increase  of  2.2  million.  The  largest  increase  for  any 
single  type  of  return  filed  was  for  form  1040,  which  increased  to  54.1 
million,  2.1  million  more  tha<n  last  year.  The  number  of  forms  1040A 
decreased  by  0.5  million  to  a total  of  18.6  million. 

Automatic  data  processing. — ^As  of  June  30,  1968,  the  master  file 
maintained  on  magnetic  tape  at  the  National  Computer  Center  in 
Martinsburg,  W.  Va.,  contained  6.7  million  business  accounts  and  81.1 
million  accounts  for  individual  taxpayers.  The  feature  of  the  system 
under  which  all  transactions  of  each  taxpayer  are  recorded  in  one 
place  is  providing  a truly  effective  information  base  from  which  to 
administer  the  tax  laws  and  to  assure  fair  and  impartial  treatment  of 
all  taxpayers. 

The  phase-in  of  the  program  under  which  taxpayers  file  their  indi- 
vidual returns  directly  with  the  service  centers  continued  in  1968  and 
will  be  completed  with  returns  filed  in  1970.  In  the  Southeast  Region, 
begimiing  in  January  1968,  all  individual  income  tax  returns,  whether 
fully  paid  or  disclosing  a balance  or  a refund  due,  were  filed  directly 
with  the  service  center.  In  the  other  six  regions  taxpayers  requesting 
refunds  were  asked  to  file  their  returns  directly  with  service  centers. 
Direct  filmg  of  selected  quarterly  and  annual  business  returns  is  also 
progressing  on  schedule. 

Enforcement  activities 

Service  operations  in  fiscal  1968  were  severely  affected  by  the  reduc- 
tions in  Federal  expenditures  imposed  by  Public  Law  90-218.  The 
budget  cuts  first  proposed  were  very  larg^  and  demanded  radical 
action.  Before  tliese  cuts  were  amiounced  the  Service  had  already  hired 

21e  to  fill  most  of  the  additional  enforcement  positions  authorized 
r the  fiscal  1968  appropriation,  as  well  as  most  of  the  estimated 
attrition  losses  for  the  entire  year.  Laying  off  these  new  employees 
would  have  seriously  damaged  morale,  and  very  likely  would  have 
affected  the  future  ability  of  the  Service  to  recruit  personnel ; hence, 
reductions  had  to  be  taken  in  other  areas,  which  upset  the  balance  of 
Service  programs  and  operations. 

Examination  qf  returns. — For  the  second  consecutive  year  computers 
were  used  nationwide  by  the  Service  to  identify  returns  most  dn  need 
of  examination.  To  strengthen  this  essential  first  step  in  the  audit  pro- 
gram, machine  selection  criteria  are  continually  updated  to  include 
most  recent  Service  experience  and  operations  research  results.  Com- 
puter screening  of  returns  for  examination  is  a good  example  of  the 
release  of  valuable  technical  manpower  for  more  productive  work,  in 
this  case  the  examination  of  returns. 

Returns  are  audited  either  by  field  audit,  conducted  by  revenue 
agents  at  the  taxpayer’s  place  of  business  or  home,  or  by  office  audit, 
performed  by  tax  t^hnicians  in  Service  offices  either  by  interview  or 
correspondence.  This  year  fewer  returns  were  examined  caused  in 
part  by  the  rising  trend  in  complexity  of  returns  filed.  The  2.9  million 
returns  examined  in  fiscal  1968  is  a 6.6-percent  decrease  from  the  3.1 
million  examined  in  fiscal  1967. 
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Additional  taxes  recommended  in  fiscal  1968  totaled  $2.9  billion- 
somewhat  below  the  $3.3  billion  recommended  in  fiscal  1967  and  $3.1 
billion  in  fiscal  1966. 

Mathematical  verification. — About  75  million  individual  income  tax 
returns  were  mathematically  verified  in  fiscal  1968  as  compared  to 
about  65  million  in  fiscal  1967.  Among  the  reasons  for  the  increase  of 
9.6  million  (14.6  percent)  are : more  returns  filed  this  year ; a carry- 
over of  unprocessed  returns  from  the  last  half  of  fiscal  1967  into  this 
year:  and  more  expeditious  processing  of  returns  in  the  last  half  of 
focal  1968.  _ ... 

Correction  of  taxpayers’  arithmetic  errors  resulted  in  increases  of 
tax  liabilities  of  $267  million  and  decreases  of  $136  million  for  a net 
tax  yield  of  $131  million. 

Delinquent  returns. — There  was  a slight  increase  in  results  from  the 
Service’s  delinquent  returns  pro^am  in  fiscal  1968.  A total  of  770,587 
delinquent  returns  were  secured,  representing  $293.1  million  in  pre- 
viously unreported  tax,  interest,  and  penalties. 

Summary  of  additional  taxes  from,  direct  enforcement.— k.  detailed 
comparison  of  additional  tax  assessments  resulting  from  direct 
enforcement  during  the  last  2 fiscal  years  is  presented  below : 


Sources 


In  thousands  of  dollars 

1967 

1968  ^ 

..  2,266,633 

' 207, 605 

2,208,151 

266,763 

103,622 
2,271 
262, 665 

161, 721 
n.a. 
293,143 

. '2,832,696 

2,629,778 

392, 166 

326,067 

Additional  tax,  interest,  and  penalties  resulting  from  examination.. 


estimated  tax  payments  claimed 

National  identity  file. 

Tax,  interest,  and  penalties  on  delinquent  returns.. 


Claims  disallowed. 


' Revised. 

n.a.  Not  applicable. 


Tax  fraud  investigations.,  indictments,  and  convictions. — A total  of 
9,739  fraud  investigations  were  completed  during  the  year,  with  prose- 
cution recommended  in  1,620  cases.  Included  among  these  were  1,566 
investigations  of  racketeers,  with  prosecution  recommended  in  709 
cases.  There  was  a sharp  drop  in  prosecution  recommendations  in 
wagering  cases — 586  in  fiscal  1968  versus  941  in  fiscal  1967 — due  pri- 
marily to  Supreme  Court  decisions  in  the  cases  of  James  Marchetti 
and  Anthony  M.  Grosso.  In  these  cases,  while  the  Court  held  the 
wagering  tax  provisions  constitutional,  it  also  held  that  persons  who 
properly  assert  their  constitutional  privilege  against  self-incrimina- 
tion may  not  be  criminally  punished  for  failure  to  comply  with  the 
requirements.  While  civil  enforcement  is  continuing  in  this  area, 
criminal  prosecution  has  been  sharply  affected. 

Indictments  were  returned  against  1,026  defendants  in  tax  fraud 
cases  in  fiscal  1968.  Pleas  of  guilty  or  nolo  contendere  were  entered 
for  638  defendants  in  cases  reaching  the  courts,  118  defendants  were 
convicted  after  trial,  39  were  acquitted,  while  cases  against  944  were 
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nol-prossed  or  dismissed,  including  879  defendants  in  wagering  tax 

C£lS6S, 

Collection  of  past-due  accounts. — Program  changes  necessitated  by 
budgetary  limitations  reduced  the  number  of  past-due  accounts  estab- 
lished  during  fiscal  1968  to  2.2  million.  This  was  mor©  than  half  a mil- 
lion,  or  21  percent,  below  fiscal  1967.  The  amount  of  past-due  tax 
involved,  $2,052  million,  was  $80  million  below  last  year.  Accounts 
closed  in  fiscal  1968  were  2.4  million.  While  this  was  400,000  fewer 
than  were  closed  in  fiscal  1967,  it  was  200,000  more  than  were  estab- 
lished during  the  year.  Of  even  greater  significance,  the  $2,054  million 
of  past-due  taxes  in  the  accounts  closed  was  only  $12  million  less  than 
in  fiscal  1967.  For  the  third  consecutive  year,  the  yearend  inventory 
declined,  with  608,000  accoimts  in  inventory  valued  at  $1,379  million. 

Continued  effort  was  made  to  increase  the  use  of  the  ADP  system 
to  collect  and  close  past  due  accounts.  For  the  second  tirne  on  a nation- 
wide basis,  names  of  individuals  owing  income  or  business  taxes  for 
periods  prior  to  the  Service’s  ADP  system  were  input  into  the  com- 
puter so  that  any  prior  liability  could  be  deducted  before  a refund 
was  made.  Collections  under  this  system  totaled  $7  million  this  year. 
The  decline  from  the  $12  million  collected  by  this  means  last  year  was 
expected,  since  both  the  amount  and  the  number  of  accounts  out- 
standing will  decline  as  the  program  continues.  In  the  related  program 
covermg  accounts  becoming  past  due  after  the  ADP  system  came  into 
being,  approximately  $168  million  was  collected. 

Alcohol  and  toiacco  tax  administration. — The  primaiy  effort  in 
the  alcohol  and  tobacco  tax  enforcement  area  remains  conceiitrated 
in  the  Southeastern  States.  In  1968,  86  percent  of  illegal  distilleries 
seized  and  93  percent  of  mash  seized  were  in  the  SouSieast  Kegion. 
There  is  strong  evidence  that  the  concentrated  program  in  these  States, 
known  as  Operation  Diy-Up,  is  directly  responsible  for  increased 
sales  of  tax-paid  alcoholic  beverages  in  the  areas  where  it  is  in  eff^t. 
Thus,  tax  revenue  is  being  generated  at  the  same  time  that  production 
of  untaxed  spirits  is  being  curtailed. 

Nationwide,  seizures  of  illegal  distilleries  and  arrests  decreased  dur- 
ing fiscal  1968.  This  decline  is  in  part  the  result  of  prior  successes  under 
Operation  Dry -Up,  and  in  part  results  from  the  continued  diversion  of 
manpower  from  the  illicit  liquor  program  to  the  firearms  and  organ- 
ized crime  drive  programs.  The  following  table  provides  information 
on  nationwide  seizures  and  arrests  during  the  last  6 fiscal  years. 


Number  of  Gallons  of  Arrests  for 

Fiscal  year  of  stills  mash  liquor  law 

seized  seized  violations 


1963  6,213  3,092,600  8,153 

1964  6,837  3,123,800  7,897 

1965  7,432  3,637,900  7,171 

1966  7,685  3,664;900  6,629 

1967  , 6,608  3,125,400  6,148 

1968  5,899  2,697,300  4,884 


The  alcohol  and  tobacco  tax  laboratory  of  the  National  Office  ex- 
amined 2,200  samples  in  connection  with  criminal  cases  during  fiscal 
1968  using  such  techniques  as  atomic  absorption  spectrophotometry 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


administrative  Retorts 


113 


and  neutron  activation  analysis.  The  samples  examined  were  in  the 
areas  of  illicit  alcohol  production,  firearms  control,  tax  depletion 
allowances,  racketeering,  and  art  authentication.  Development  of  im- 
proved techniques  and  the  installation  of  modern  laboratory  equip- 
ment made  it  possible  to  analyze  approximately  25  percent  more  sam- 
ples this  year  with  no  significant  increase  in  personnel. 

Tire  National  Laboratory  and  regional  laboratories  analyzed  8,120 
samples  of  illicit  alcohol  during  the  year.  This  represented  a decrease 
from  8,710  in  1967  and  9,260  in  1966.  In  contrast,  narcotic  drug  samples 
examined  increased  to  11,500  in  fiscal  1968,  compared  to  8,382  in  1967 
and  6,400  in  1966. 

The  amount  of  distilled  spirits  tax  determined  continued  its  upward 
trend  with  227.7  million  tax  gallons  of  spirits  being  removed  from 
bonded  storage  upon  determination  of  tax,  an  increase  of  2.9  percent 
from  fiscal  1967.  Production  of  distilled  spirits  increased  from  873 
million  tax  gallons  in  fiscal  1967  to  905.5  million  tax  gallons  in  fiscal 
1968. 

Firearms  law  enforcement. — The  increased  activity  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  firearms  laws  parallels  the  rising  concern  of  the  general 
public  over  firearms,  their  use  in  crime,  and  their  control.  Excluding 
the  Southeastern  Kegion,  where  Operation  Dry-Up  is  in  force,  ap- 
proximately 40  percent  of  total  alcohol  and  tobacco  tax  special  investi- 

f ator  manpower  was  expended  on  firearms  investigations  in  fiscal  1968. 
nveStigations  conducted  resulted  in  919  criminal  cases  submitted  for 
prosecution,  449  arrests,  and  1,092  firearms  seized.  In  addition,  33,786 
firearms  record  inspections  were  made  at  the  premises  of  Federal  Fire- 
arms Act  licensees.  Stemming  from  these  inspections,  5,652  referrals 
were  made  to  State  and  local  authorities  reporting  possible  instances  of 
noncompliance  with  State  and  local  laws. 

Appeals  and  civil  litigation. — For  the  first  time  in  years,  case  re- 
ceipts in  regional  appellate  divisions  showed  a significant  decline  from 
the  prior  year.  Total  receipts  were  33,213,  a 9-percent  decrease  from 
the  36,664  received  in  fiscal  1967.  Total  case  disposals  were  35,046,  a de- 
crease of  2,709.  The  excess  of  disposals  over  receipts  reduced  the 
June  30, 1968,  inventory  to  31,264  cases,  compared  to  33,097  cases  a year 

Civil  cases  in  the  trial  courts  were  won  or  partially  won  by  the  Gov- 
ernment during  fiscal  1968  as  follows:  in  the  Tax  Court,  80  percent; 
in  the  Court  of  Claims,  73  percent;  and  in  the  U.S.  district  courts,  71 
percent.  The  Government  won,  in  whole  or  in  part,  192  of  the  243 
civil  tax  cases  decided  by  courts  of  appeal  (exclusive  of  collection 
litigation  and  alcohol  and  tobacco  tax  legal  matters) . 

The  Supreme  Court  rendered  two  decisions  in  Tax  Court  cases  dur- 
ing the  year.  The  Court  decided  both  for  the  Government,  reversing  an 
appellate  court  decision  in  one  and  affirming  the  other.  The  Govern- 
ment’s position  was  also  sustained  in  -the  two  decisions  rendered  by  the 
Supreme  Court  in  tax  refund  suits  in  fiscal  1968. 

International  activities 

Activities  of  the  Service  in  the  international  theater  embrace  three 
major  programs:  (1)  Administration  of  the  tax  laws  as  they  apply  to 
U.S.  citizens  living  abroad,  nonresident  aliens,  and  foreign  corpora- 
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tions;  (2)  negotiation  and  administration  of  taz  conventions  with 
foreign  countries,  established  to  prevent  double  tazation  of  individuals 
and  corporations  subject  to  tazation  by  two  or  more  countries; 
and  (3)  providing  assistance  requested  by  developing  countries  in 
upgrading  and  improving  tlieir  taz  administration  systems. 

Tnterruitional  operations. — The  Service  maintains  foreign  posts  in 
Bonn,  London,  Manila,  Mezico  City,  Ottawa,  Paris,  Rome,  Sap  Paulo, 
and  Tokyo.  These  overseas  offices  are  managed  by  revenue  service  rep- 
resentatives who  perform  functions  for  all  branches  of  the  Service. 
They  assist  U.S.  citizens  overseas  in  complying  with  their  U.S.  taz 
responsibilities  and,  as  part  of  their  normal  duties,  they  audit  returns, 
collect  tazes,  and  maintain  close  liaison  with  taz  authorities  of  foreign 
governments  on  the  administration  of  taz  treaties,  ezchange  of  infor- 
mation and  other  matters  of  mutual  interest.  Further  assistance  to 
U.S.  citizens  living  abroad  was  provided  for  the  1968  filing  period  by: 
(1)  visits  by  Service  personnel  to  50  countries,  plus  Guam,  Wake,  Oki- 
nawa, and  the  Panama  Canal  Zone,  and  (2)  classroom  instTOction 
at  13  military  taz  schools  in  Canada,  the  Canal  Zone,  Europej  and  the 
Far  East  to  some  850  servicemen.  Militaiy  personnel  completing  these 
courses  were  assigned  as  taz  assistors  within  the  military  community. 
This  joint  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Service  and  the  Department  of  the 
Army  helped  to'  ezpand  the  scope  of  the  taz  assistance  program  by 
making  available  income  taz  advice  to  about  two-thirds  of  the  Armed 
Forces  abroad. 

Tax  conventions. — The  Service  participated  in  negotiations  with 
seven  countries  concerning  bilateral  income  taz  conventions  and  with 
two  countries  concerning  bilateral  estate  taz  conventions.  During  fiscal 
1968  the  Senate  ratified,  subject  to  certain  reservations,  income  taz 
conventions  with  France,  Brazil,  and  the  Philippines.  Instruments  of 
ratification  of  a supplementary  income  taz  convention  with  Canada 
were  ezchanged  on  December  20,  1967,  and  instruments  of  ratifica- 
tion of  an  income  taz  convention  with  Trinidad  and  Tobago  were  ez- 
changed on  December  19, 1967.  Instruments  of  ratification  of  a proto- 
col to  an  estate  taz  convention  with  Greece  were  ezchanged  on 
October  27, 1967. 

Foreign  tax  assistance. — A fast-developing  aspect  of  the  foreign  taz 
assistance  program  has  been  the  promotion  of  institutions  for  the  ez- 
change of  ideas,  and  ezperience  in  taz  administration  among  the  prin- 
cipal taz  administrators  in  a particular  region.  The  prototype  for  such 
organizations,  the  Inter- American  Center  for  Taz  Administrators, 
held  its  second  annual  general  assembly  in  Buenos  Aires  in  May  1968, 
and  now  has  members  from  20  countries  of  this  hemisphere.  The  suc- 
cess of  this  initial  Center  has  generated  considerable  interest  in  the 
potential  of  similar  organizations  for  other  parts  of  the  world,  as 
evidenced  by  recent  Service  participation  in  discussions  concerning 
such  organizations  for  both  Asia  and  Africa. 

During  the  6 years  of  the  foreign  taz  assistance  program,  one  of 
the  principal  points  of  emphasis  has  been  the  encouragement  of  par- 
ticipating countries  to  develop  their  own  in-service  training  programs. 
Signs  of  the  success  of  this  objective  are  now  evident.  In  Latin  America 
in  1963,  only  one  country  had  in-service  training.  By  the  end  of  fiscal 
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1968,  15  countries  of  that  region  had  such  programs  on  a permanent 
basis. 

Planning  .activities 

The  planning  function  of  the  Service  covers  every  aspect  of  tax 
administration.  The  extremely  low  cost  of  operating  the  Service  per 
dollar  collected,  and  the  high  effectiveness  of  the  Service  in  collecting 
the  great  majority  of  taxes  owed  without  the  necessity  for  direct  en- 
forcement can  be  credited  in  part  to  the  successful  application  of 
planning  done  in  prior  years. 

Long-range  'planning. — The  planning-programing-budgeting  sys- 
tem (PPBS)  continues  to  be  the  Service’s  management  tool  for  the 
examination  and  evaluation  of  major  program  alternatives  and  the 
long-range  planning  of  Service  activities.  The  PPB  system  was  refined 
to  focus  on  major  program  issues,  reducing  the  amount  of  program 
planning  material  requiring  executive  attention.  During  fiscal  1968 
PPBS  analytical  techniques  were  not  only  used  to  project  fiscal  1969- 
Y4  program  plans,  but  choices  were  also  developed  for  effecting  the 
fiscal  1968  appropriation  reductions  with  the  least  loss  in  tax  revenue 
yields. 

All  Service  studies  and  significant  staff  projects  were  assigned  rela- 
tive priorities ; controls  were  instituted  to  avoid  duplication  of  effort 
and  to  assure  that  scarce  research  and  staff  resources  were  expended 
on  only  the  most  vital  studies  and  projects.  However,  due  to  the  fiscal 
1968  economy  reduction,  sharp  temporary  curtailments  had  to  be 
made  in  research  projects. 

Current  research  program. — Research  activities  continued  to  be 
directed  primarily  toward  solutions  of  administrative  problems  in- 
volved in  the  tax  system.  While  the  chief  objective  of  all  research 
projects  was  to  effect  increased  taxpayer  compliance  or  an  overall 
improvement  in  tax  administration,  the  impacts  of  proposed  changes 
on  the  taxpayer  reporting  burden  were  kept  constantly  in  mind ; in 
fact,  a significant  proportion  of  research  activities  was  concentrated  on 
improving  instructions  and  tax  forms  to  make  the  overall  taxing 
process  more  understandable  and  less  burdensome  to  taxpayers. 

Among  the  compliance  oriented  studies  conducted  during  the  year 
were  the  following:  (1)  Continuation  of  the  nationwide  survey  of 
taxpayer  compliance  in  reporting  interest  from  the  redemption  of 
Series  E savings  bonds;  (2)  study  of  compliance  among  agricultural 
workers  in  reporting  wages;  (3)  a study  to  pinpoint  more  specifically 
characteristics  of  employers  who  fail  to  fully  comply  with  the  require- 
ments for  withholding  and  paying  income  and  social  security  taxes; 
(4)  a study  to  determine  the  extent  to  which  employers  comply  with 
the  Federal  unemployment  tax  laws;  and  (5)  a followup  on  last  year’s 
study  of  payees  who  are  required,  but  fail,  to  supply  their  taxpayer 
identifying  number  to  payers. 

In  connection  with  the  Revenue  and  Expenditure  Control  Act  of 
1968,  alternative  withholding  rates  and  tables  were  developed  and 
their  impact  on  relative  over-  and  underwithholding  was  measured 
in  context  with  various  effective  dates  for  the  legislation.  Specific 
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studies  and  detailed  analyses  or  comments  were  prepared  on  the  ad- 
ministrative impact  of  other  legislative  proposals  during  the  year. 

Systerm  development. — Principal  emphasis  in  the  systems  develop- 
ment area  continues  to  be  placed  on  the  short-range  problem  of  im- 
provement of  data  transcription  methods  and  the  long-range  problem 
of  the  design  of  a data  processing  system  to  satisfy  the  requirements 
of  the  future.  . . 

. A successful  test  was  carried  out  on  a small  scale  version  of  a direct 
data  entry  system  in  the  search  for  an  improved  data  transcription 
method.  This  system  permits  an  operator  to  enter  data  directly  into 
a computer  where  the  data  is  internally  validated  and  a signal  flashed 
back  to  the  operator  if  corrective  action  is  required.  Advantages  of  this 
technique  over  conventional  keypunching  and  key  verification  opera- 
tions include  substantial  reductions  in  key  stroke  requirements,  elimi- 
nation of  much  replication  of  effort  in  verification,  simplified  correction 
procedures,  and  elimination  of  the  card-to-tape  conversion  operation. 
Analysis  of  the  test  results  indicate  that  the  direct  data  entry  system 
will  increase  transcription  productivity  by  more  than  25  percent. 

Inspection  activities 

Protection  of  the  integrity  of  the  Service  is  a matter  of  vital  concern. 
Comprehensive  internal  audit  and  internal  security  programs  are 
maintained  to  furnish  the  Commissioner  and  other  levels  of  Service 
management  with  the  assurance  that  the  highest  standards  are  main- 
tained, and  with  information  required  to  correct  any  deficiencies.  The 
internal  audit  prc^ram  examines  and  reports  upon  all  activities  and 
functions  of  the  Service,  with  primary  emphasis  on  those  elements 
which  are  most  closely  related  to  collection  of  tax  revenues  and  en- 
forcement of  tax  laws.  The  internal  security  program  provides 
thorough  investigation  of  the  character,  reputation,  and  loyalty  to  the 
United  States  of  personnel  appointed  to  positions  involving  taxpayer 
contact,  handling  money,  and  other  key  Service  functions.  Allegations 
of  employee  misconduct  and  actual  or  suspected  attempts  to  bribe 
Service  employees  are  also  investigated  under  the  internal  security 
program. 

Interned  audit.-. — More  than  85  percent  of  direct  internal  audit  staff 
time  in  fiscal  1968  was  spent  on  examinations  of  data  processing,  col- 
lection, audit,  intelligence,  and  alcohol  and  tobacco  tax  functions. 
Audits  of  automatic  data  processing  activities  are  on  a continuing  basis 
by  internal  auditors  stationed  at  each  of  the  seven  regional  service 
centers.  Actions  by  management  on  problem  areas  detected  resulted 
in  significant  improvements  in  operating  efficiency  and  effectiveness 
and  in  improved  taxpayer  relations.  Many  of  the  resulting  improve- 
ments can  be  measured  in  terms  of  their  impact  on  the  revenue.  For 
fiscal  1968,  these  accomplishments  are  conservatively  estimated  to 
total  more  than  $48  million. 

Internal  security. — During  fiscal  1968,  a total  of  12,081  internal 
.security  investigations  of  all  types  were  completed.  In  addition, 
police  records  checks  were  made  on  3,191  individuals  considered  for 
short-term,  temporary  appointments  and  on  1,307  persons  hired  in 
connection  with  economic  and  educational  opportunity  programs. 

Teams  composed  of  intenial  auditors  and  internal  security  inspectors 
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investigate  breaches  of  integrity  involving  actual  or  potential  fraud 
by  employees  or  through  collusion  between  employees  and  non-Service 
individuals.  One  such  case  involved  a practitioner  and  four  employees. 
The  practitioner,  who  was  both  an  attorney  and  a CPA,  was  convicted 
on  17  counts  of  paying  bribes  and  gratuities  to  the  four  employees,  and 
was  sentenced  to  9 months  imprisonment.  Three  of  the  four  employees 
pleaded  guilty  to  receiving  money  from  the  practitioner,  and  the 
fourth  was  awaiting  trial  at  the  fiscal  yearend.  All  of  the  employees 
have  been  separated  from  the  Service.  Another  case  resulted  in  criminal 
action  against  25  employees,  10  of  whom  have  already  been  convicted. 
In  this  case,  tax  deficiencies  totaling  more  than  $7  million  have  been 
proposed  as  a result  of  the  investigation. 

In  January  1968,  26  employees  and  former  employees  of  the  Service 
and  one  tax  practitioner  were  arrested  on  charges  of  trying  to  bribe 
an  inspector  to  furnish  them  confidential  information  from  inspection 
files  or  to  stop  certain  investigations.  From  the  inception  of  these  bribe 
attempts,  the  inspector  worked  closely  with  his  superiors  and  the  U.S. 
Attorney’s  Office.  Following  the  arrests,  the  U.S.  Attorney  impaneled 
a special  grand  jury  to  further  probe  these  corrupt  activities.  As  a 
result,  four  more  employees,  four  additional  practitioners,  and  one 
taxpayer  were  arrested.  At  fiscal  yearend,  investigation  was  continu- 
ing, hundreds  of  questionable  tax  returns  were  being  scrutinized,  and 
prosecution  actions  were  pending  on  all  36  defendants. 

Service  investigations  and  arrests  are  in  line  with  its  policy  to  police 
itself  by  a constant  and  vigorous  campaign  to  achieve  and  maintain 
high  integrity  in  tax  administration.  One  of  the  most  rewarding  as- 
pects of  the  work  of  inspection  is  that  many  investigations  result  in 
the  exoneration  of  wrongfully  accused  employees.  As  in  prior  years, 
the  majority  of  employees  suspected  or  accused  of  wrongdoing  were 
cleared  after  investigation. 

Bureau  of  the  Mint* 

The  major  functions  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Mint  are  the  manufacture 
of  coins  of  the  United  States  and  their  distribution  to  the  Federal  Ke- 
serve  banks  and  branches.  Other  functions  involve  the  safeguarding, 
processing,  and  movement  of  gold  and  silver  bullion  for  the  Treasury; 
the  manufacture  of  medals  of  a national  character ; and  as  scheduling 
permits,  the  manufacture  of  foreign  dies  and  coins  on  a reimbursable 
basis. 

Headquarters  for  the  Bureau  of  the  Mint  are  located  in  Washing- 
ton, D.C.  The  operations  involved  in  carrying  on  the  business  of  the 
mint  are  performed  in  the  several  field  offices.  Mints  are  located  in 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Denver,  Colo.;  assay  offices  are  in  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif. ^ ; bullion  depositories  are  in  Fort  Knox, 
Ky.,  and  an  adjunct  of  the  New  York  Assay  Office  in  West  Point,  N.Y. 

Domestic  coinage 

During  fiscal  1968  the  three  coinage  facilities  processed  approxi- 
mately 24,450  short  tons  of  coinage  metal  into  5.9  billion  finished  coins 

' Additional  information  is  contained  in  the  separate  “Annual  Report  of  the  Director 
of  the  Mint.” 

= The  San  Francisco  Assay  Office  also  operates  as  a mint. 

318-223—69 10 
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with  a face  value  of  nearly  $478  million  dollars.  These  amounts  in- 
clude 1,166,193  special  mint  sets  (1967),  and  1,272,070  proof  coin  sets 
(1968),  or  a total  of  12,191,315  individual  coins  with  a face  value  of 
$2,218,819.33. 

Proof  coin  production  was  resumed  for  the  first  time  since  calendar 
1964  and  for  the  first  time  in  mint  histo^  at  a location  other  than  the 
Philadelphia  Mint.  The  1968  proof  coin  sets  were  manufactured  at 
the  San  Francisco  Assay  Office  and  all  coins  in  the  set  bear  the  “S” 
mint  mark.  The  Bureau  of  the  Mint  began  accepting  orders  for  the 
1968  proof  coin  sets  November  1,  1967,  and  by  May  1968,  orders  had 
been  received  to  fill  the  maximum  production  capacity  of  3 million 
sets. 

The  distribution  by  denomination  of  the  coins  produced  in  fiscal 
1968  differs  substantially  from  that  of  the  past  2 years  due  to  current 
requirements  of  the  economy.  The  1-cent  coins  which  continued  as  the 
most  largely  produced,  accounted  for  64  percent  of  the  total  production 
( in  fiscal  19fe,  increased  from  only  40  percent  in  1967  and  32  percent 
in  1966.  The  1-cent  production  of  more  than  3.749  billion  pieces  is 
the  greatest  single  year  production  for  this  denomination  in  mint 
history.  Quarters  on  the  other  hand  decreased  from  25  percent  of 
total  production  in  fiscal  1966,  to  20  percent  in  1967,  and  13  percent 
in  1968.  The  remaining  distribution  of  the  1968  production  is  as  fol- 
lows: dimes,  16  percent;  half  dollars,  5 percent;  and  5-cent  pieces,  2 
percent. 

All  subsidiary  coins  (dimes,  quarters,  and  halves)  were  of  the  com- 
posite type  autnorized  by  the  Coinage  Act  of  1965  (31  U.S.C.  391). 
The  composite  quarters  and  dimes  consist  of  three  layers  of  material. 
The  metallic  composition  of  the  outer  layers  is  an  alloy  of  75  percent 
copper  and  25  percent  nickel  bonded  to  an  inner  core  of  pure  copper. 
The  composite  half  dollar  also  consists  of  three  layers  of  material.  The 
metalic  composition  of  the  outer  layers  is  80  percent  silver  and  20  per- 
cent copper  bonded  to  an  inner  core  of  approximately  20  percent  silver 
and  80  percent  copper,  giving  the  coin  an  overall  silver  content  of  40 
percent.  Cents  were  made  from  bronze  with  a 95  percent  copper-5  per- 
cent zinc  composition.  Nickels  were  made  from  a 75  percent  copper-25 
percent  nickel  alloy. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Mint  delivered  10.142  billion  new  coins  to  the 
Federal  Reserve  banks  and  branches  in  fiscal  1968.  This  exceeded  by 
over  2.7  billion  pieces  the  previous  high  of  7.4  billion  pieces  delivered 
in  fiscal  1966.  Most  of  this  increase  is  due  to  shipments  of  over  2.3 
billion  pieces  to  replace  inventories  containing  silver  coin  which  are 
not  being  recirculated  by  the  Federal  Reserve  System.  Over  380  million 
clad  quarters  were  also  shipped  to  the  FRB  after  they  had  been  re- 
moved from  the  silver  coin. 

Foreign  coinage 

Foreign  coinage  production  of  249  million  pieces  during  fiscal  1968 
was  the  highest  in  the  last  20  years  with  the  exception  of  fiscal  years 
1960  (312  niillion  pieces)  and  1963  (295  million  pieces).  During  fiscal 
1968  the  mint  produced  foreign  coins  for  Costa  Rica,  El  Salvador, 
Panama,  and  the  Philippines.  For  Costa  Rica,  two  denominations  of 
stainless  steel  coins  were  produced.  These  were  the  5 centimes  and  10 
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centimes  in  quantities  of  10.86  million  and  5.5  million  pieces,  respec- 
tively. For  El  Salvador,  the  mint  furnished  10  million  5 centavos  and  2 
million  10  centavos  both  of  a 75  percent  copper  25  percent  nickel 
composition. 

For  the  Government  of  Panama,  the  mint  manufactured  the  follow- 
ing coins  for  general  circulation : 7.6  million  1 centesimo  which  were 
bronze  of  a 95  percent  copper  5 percent  zinc  composition;  2.6  million 
5 centesimos  of  a 75  percent  copper  25  percent  nickel  composition ; and 
300,000  half  balboas  which  were  silver  clad,  averaging  40  percent  silver 
60  percent  copper.  Also  produced  by  the  mint  for  the  Government  of 
Panama  were  19,983  Panamanian  proof  sets  containing  one  each  of 
the  following  denominations:  1 balboa;  balboa;  y^  balboa;  bal- 
boa; 5 centesimos;  and  1 centesimo. 

For  the  Philippine  Government  during  fiscal  1968,  the  mint  fur- 
nished 10  million  95  percent  aluminum  5 percent  magnesium  1 centa- 
vos ; 40  million  5 centavos  which  were  60  percent  copper  40  percent  zinc ; 
and  100  million  10  centavos,  40  million  25  centavos,  and  20  million  50 
centavos  which  were  all  70  percent  copper,  18  percent  zinc,  and  12  per- 
cent nickel. 

In  addition  to  the  finished  coins  which  were  produced  for  foreign 
governments  in  fiscal  1968,  the  Bureau  of  the  Mint  manufactured  two 
sizes  of  coinage  blanks  for  the  Government  of  Brazil.  The  blanks  were 
23  mm.  and  25  mm.  in  diameter,  for  the  10-centavo  and  20-centavo  coin, 
respectively.  Deliveries  of  these  blanks  during  the  fiscal  year  amounted 
to  10.8  million  pieces  of  which  6.3  million  were  of  the  10-centavo  size 
and  4.5  million  were  of  the  20-centavo  size. 

Silver  activities 

In  connection  with  the  Treasury’s  program  to  make  silver  bullion 
available  for  industrial  use,  the  Bureau  of  the  Mint  recovered  30.8  mil- 
lion fine  ounces  of  silver  from  the  melting  of  $381/2  million  of  silver 
quarters  and  $4i/^  million  of  silver  dimes  which  had  been  separated 
from  inventories  of  coins  not  recirculated  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys- 
tem. At  the  end  of  fiscal  1968  the  Bureau  of  the  Mint  had  in  its  inven- 
tories circulated  coins  estimated  to  contain  silver  coins  equivalent  to 
114.7  million  fine  ounces  of  silver.  In  addition,  the  Federal  Reserve 
banks  and  branches  had  in  their  inventories  circulated  coins  estimated 
to  contain  silver  coins  equivalent  to  127  million  fine  ounces  of  silver. 
These  inventories  were  the  result  of  a program  initiated  in  fiscal  1968, 
for  recovering  the  silver  from  silver  coin.  This  remaining  silver  will  be 
recovered  during  fiscal  years  1969  and  1970,  as  the  silver  coins  are  sep- 
arated from  the  clad  coins  and  are  melted. 

In  August  1967,  the  handling  of  sales  of  Treasury  silver  for  indus- 
trial use  was  transferred  to  the  General  Services  Administration.  Ap- 
proximately 98  million  fine  troy  ounces  were  contracted  for  sale  during 
fiscal  1968.  The  processing  of  this  silver  to  a deliverable  state  was  ac- 
complished by  the  Bureau  of  the  Mint. 

In  fiscal  1968  the  Bureau  of  the  Mint  redeemed  silver  certificates 
equivalent  to  89.3  million  ounces  of  silver  under  the  silver  certificate 
redemption  program.  Of  this  total,  4.9  million  ounces  were  redeemed 
at  the  San  Francisco  Assay  Office  while  the  balance  of  84.4  million 
ounces  were  handled  through  the  New  York  Assay  Office.  More  than 
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30,000  individual  transactions  were  completed  at  these  two  offices 
during  the  fiscal  year.  On  June  24, 1968,  the  final  exchanges  were  made 
under  this  program. 

Management  improvement  program 

The  Bureau  of  the  Mint  has  an  active  management  improvement  and 
cost  reduction  program  under  the  direction  of  management  and  operat- 
ing officials  in  the  Office  of  the  Director,  and  in  each  of  the  mints  and 
assay  offices.  Major  efforts  of  these  officials  are  directed  toward  achiev- 
ing efficient  maximum  production  of  domestic  coins  and  it  has  been 
largely  through  their  efforts  that  this  has  been  accomplished  for  the 
past  several  years. 

Savings  of  $831,000  were  realized  during  fiscal  1968  under  the  pro- 
gram. These  savings  represented  an  increase  of  $113,000  or  15  percent 
over  the  goal  established  for  fiscal  1968,  and  were  attributable  to  fur- 
ther improvements  in  technology  and  operating  procedures  and  con- 
tinuing programs  for  developing  personnel  in  management  and  other 
skills. 

Bureau  of  Narcotics 

Since  its  establishment  in  1930,  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics  had  been 
the  agency  within  the  Treasury  Department  charged  with  administer- 
ing Federal  laws  controlling  narcotic  drugs  and  marihuana.  On 
April  8, 1968,  the  President’s  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1 of  1968  gained 
congressional  approval  and  the  Treasury  Department’s  Bureau  of 
Narcotics  was  transferred  to  the  Justice  Department  and  consolidated 
with  HEW’s  Bureau  of  Drug  Abuse  Control  to  form  the  new  Bimeau 
of  Narcotics  and  Dangerous  Drugs.  Therefore,  this  report  covers  the 
activities  of  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics  for  the  first  9 months  of  the  fiscal 
year  1968. 

While  still  an  arm  of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Bureau  of  Nar- 
cotics’ responsibility  for  regulating  the  legitimate  supplies  of  narcotic 
drugs  for  medical  and  scientific  purposes  involved  supervision  of  U.S. 
imports  and  exports  of  these  drugs  as  well  as  control  over  the  manu- 
facture and  domestic  trade  in  narcotic  drugs  to  prevent  diversion  into 
illicit  channels.  Enforcement  duties  included  apprehension  of  inter- 
state and  international  violators  of  narcotic  laws  and  cooperation 
with  State  and  local  law  enforcement  agencies.  At  the  request  of  for- 
eign police  authorities.  Bureau  agents  assisted  in  mutually  beneficial 
investigations  of  international  traffickers.  Further  acceleration  of  the 
expanded  program  in  cooperation  with  forei^  countries  notably  re- 
duced smuggling  of  nai’cotic  drugs  into  the  United  States  during  the 
first  9 months  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Cost  reduction  and  management  improvement 

During  fiscal  1968,  the  Bureau-  placed  in  reserve  $203,405  which  had 
been  taken  from  current  operating  programs.  The  reserve  was  applied 
against  the  total  cost  of.  pay  increases  effective  October  1967.  An  addi- 
tional $88,000  supplemental  appropriation  was  later  requested  to  cover 
the  pay  increase  costs. 
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Training 

Emphasis  on  the  interagency  program  of  training  continued.  Fifty 
Bureau  employees  participated  in  various  programs  which  included 
technical,  managerial,  and  supervisory  instruction.  Of  these  50  per- 
sons, 26  received  training  from  interdepartmental  programs.  Bureau 
officials  attending  the  planning-programing-budgeting  seminars 
broadened  their  insight  concerning  current  developments  in  adminis- 
trative matters.  Participation  in  this  program  is  continuing.  Four 
Bureau  employees  also  received  nongovernmental  training  in  super- 
visory and  technical  areas. 

The  Bureau  of  Narcotics  Training  School  conducted  10  intensive 
2- week  sessions  during  the  first  9 months  of  fiscal  1968.  Eight  sessions 
were  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  with  one  in  Mahwah,  N.  J.,  and  another 
in  Monterey,  Calif.  A total  of  600  local  and  State  law  enforcement 
officers  were  trained  in  narcotic  controls  at  these  sessions. 

Bilingual  Bureau  agents  conducted  a special  2- week  course  on  nar- 
cotic controls,  particularly  the  abuse  of  cocaine,  heroin,  and  mari- 
huana, in  the  early  part  of  fiscal  1968.  The  course,  taught  in  coopera- 
tion with  the  International  Police  Academy  for  the  Agency  for 
International  Development,  is  part  of  the  Bureau’s  intense  program  of 
cooperation  with  Latin  American  countries.  Bureau  of  Narcotics  in- 
structors also  addressed  senior  police  officers  at  regular  sessions  of 
aid’s  International  Police  Academy. 

During  the  first  part  of  fiscal  1968,  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics  contin- 
ued its  policy  of  providing  narcotic  training  by  participating  in  special 
workshops  and  seminars.  These  sessions,  wmch  were  held  at  Little 
Eock,  Ark.,  Hershey,  Pa.,  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  and  St.  Petersburg,  Fla., 
were  attended  by  a total  of  236  local  and  State  law  enforcement  officers. 

The  school  staff  also  lectured  regularly  before  the  U.S.  Air  Force 
Office  of  Special  Investigations,  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation’s 
National  Academy,  the  Harvard  School  of  Legal  Medicine,  the  Bu- 
reau of  Drug  Abuse  Control,  the  International  Police  Academy,  and 
AID. 

Information 

The  demand  for  information  about  narcotic  drugs  and  marihuana 
increased  during  fiscal  1968.  The  Bureau  met  this  demand  by  supply- 
ing over  48,685  publications  as  a public  service  to  more  than  47,000 
students,  teachers,  libraries,  parents,  individuals,  and  agencies. 

As  part  of  the  Bureau’s  continuing  education  program,  Bureau 
agents  addressed  579  groups  consisting  of  approximately  50,000 
persons. 

The  traveling  exhibit  relating  to  Bureau  responsibilities  was  dis- 
played at  the  National  Association  of  Retail  Druggists  convention  in 
Houston,  Tex.,  which  was  attended  by  more  than  2,500  persons.  Bureau 
agents  were  available  to  discuss  registrant  responsibilities  and  dis- 
tribute literature.  In  addition,  smaller  exhibits  were  displaj^ed  at 
various  State  and  local  conventions  and  meetings.  For  example,  the 
Bureau  cooperated  with  the  Minnesota  State  Pharmaceutical  Asso- 
ciation and  the  Florida  Medical  Association  by  displaying  exhibits 
at  their  annual  meetings  at  St.  Paul  and  Bal  Harbour,  respectively. 
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The  Bureau  of  Narcotics  also  launched  several  special  information 
projects  in  the  first  part  of  fiscal  1968.  First,  it  provided  technical 
assistance  to  the  International  Association  of  Chiefs  of  Police  in  their 
production  of  a narcotic  film,  “Fight  or  Flight.”  Throughout  the  year, 
the  Bureau  also  contacted  and  cooperated  with  numerous  national 
organizations  to  assist  in  the,  planning  or  implernentation  of  a nar- 
cotic drug  education  program.  Two  of  the  most  significant  examples 
involved  cooperation  with  the  National  Catholic  Youth  Organization, 
w’hose  program  reaches  more  than  6 million  persons,  and  the  American 
Legion,  which  has  made  narcotic  information  available  to  nearly 
3,500,000  Legion  and  auxiliary  members. 

As  part  of  the  Bureau’s  efforts  to  counteract  the  misinformation 
available  on  marihuana,  a “Marihuana  Task  Force”  was  appointed  in 
November  1967.  The  task  force  consisted  of  four  Bureau  agmts  who 
had  been  specially  trained  in  the  problem  of  marihuana — its  abuse 
and  dangers.  The  four  men  were  assigned  to  various  areas  of  the 
country  where  the  more  vocal  pro-marihuana  groups  and  individuals 
were  located.  The  task  force  received  executive  direction  from  Bureau 
headquarters  in  addition  to  all  new  articles,  papers,  and  speeches  deal- 
ing with  the  subject.  This  well-informed  team  used  all  avenues  of  com- 
munication— speeches,  conventions,  seminars,  symposiums,  con- 
ferences, resolutions,  etc.— to  get  the  message  to  the  American  public. 
In  the  short  time  between  November  20  and  April  8,  1968,  the  task 
force  had  presented  speeches  to  more  than  10,000  persons,  had  begun 
to  distribute  literature  about  marihuana  and  narcotic  drugs,  had  par- 
ticipated in  several  seminars  and  conferences,  and  had  made  the  initial 
contacts  with  educational  and  organizational  leaders  in  their  regions. 

Enforcement  activities 

Investigations  by  Bureau  agents  of  the  international  narcotic  traf- 
fic which  affects  the  United  States  continued  on  an  intensive  basis  in 
cooperation  with  police  authorities  of  many  countries.  Listed  below 
are  examples  of  exceptionally  significant  investigations  completed 
between  July  1,  1967,  and  the  date  of  the  Bureau’s  transfer  to  the 
Department  of  Justice. 

U.S.  agents  in  Bangkok,  Thailand,  assisted  Thai  police  on  August 
15, 1967,  as  they  arrested  three  men  who  were  delivering  approximately 
40  kilograms  of  morphine  base  to  an  undercover  agent. 

On  August  25,  .1967,  a U.S.  narcotic  agent  in  Naples,  Italy,  pur- 
chased 2 kilograms  of  morphine  base  for  1,200,000  lire  ($2,000)  from 
four  traffickers  as  part  of  an  undercover  investigation.  Three  other 
defendants  were  arrested  the  same  day  by  the  Italian  police  and  820,- 
000  lire  was  recovered. 

Based  on  information  received  from  a U.S.  narcotic  agent  stationed 
in  Lima,  Peru,  the  Chilean  police  arrested  a trafficker  in  possession  of 
2 kilograms  of  cocaine  and  three  intended  recipients  in  Arica,  Chile, 
October  9,  1967.  In  addition  to  the  narcotics,  the  police  also  seized 
equipment  and  chemicals  used  in  the  processing  of  cocaine.  This  case 
led  to  other  arrests  in  Arica,  Chile,  October  13,  1967,  when  approxi- 
mately 5,550  grams  of  cocaine  and  a fully  equipped  clandestine  labora- 
tory were  seized.  Two  defendants  were  arrested  at  that  time. 
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U.S.  narcotic  agents  and  the  Mexican  Federal  Judici^  Police  in 
Tijuana  teamed  up  to  arrest  a marihuana  trafficker  and  seize  approxi- 
mately 4:  kilograms  of  marihuana  on  October  30,  1967.  Information 
gained  through  this  arrest  indicated  where  a large  amount  of  mari- 
huana could  be  found.  Officers  proceeded  to  the  spot  and  found  bricks 
of  marihuana  .wrapped  in  brown  paper.  They  arrested  a union  leader 
in  the  Tijuana  taxicab  business  and  another  defendant  and  seized 
approximately  716  kilograms  of  marihuana.  Agents  learned  that  all 
of  the  marihuana  had  been  shipped  from  Sinaloa  to  Tijuana  in 
50-gallon  grease  drums,  with  a 6-inch  layer  of  grease  on  a plastic  cover 
camouflaging  the  marihuana. 

An  undercover  U.S.  narcotic  agent  assisted  local  police  and  Singa- 
pore Customs  authorities  in  October  1967j  in  the  arrest  of  two  traf- 
fickers and  the  seizure  of  2,500  grams  of  opium. 

In  Beirut,  Lebanon,  U.S.  narcotic  agents  assisted  Lebanese  Police 
arrest  two  defendants  and  seize  360  grams  of  heroin  on  November  8, 

1967.  One  of  the  defendants  was  the  sister-in-law  of  a notorious  crim- 
inal and  the  widow  of  a former  major  Lebanese  heroin  trafficker. 

Korean  Police  officers  and  a U.S.  narcotic  agent  stationed  in  Seoul, 
Korea,  worked  together  in  an  investigation.  On  November  27,  1967, 
they  arrested  four  defendants  in  a remote  farm  house  175  miles  from 
Seoul  and  seized  a complete  clandestine  heroin  manufacturing  labora- 
tory with  120  grams  of  heroin,  6,000  cc.  liquid  opium,  and  assorted 
heroin-making  chemicals. 

Narcotic  agents  in  Frankfort  assisted  German  Police  as  they 
arrested  two  Turkish  nationals  on  December  8,  1967.  In  addition  to 
arresting  the  two  defendants,  the  officers  seized  approximately  7 kilo- 
grams of  morphine  base  which  had  been  smuggled  into  Germany  from 
Turkey  by  truck. 

On  January  20, 1968,  U.S.  narcotic  agents  in  Izmir,  Turkey,  cooper- 
ated with  Turkish  police  to  arrest  two  Turkish  nationals  and  seize 
approximately  15  kilograms  of  morphine  base. 

U.S.  narcotic  agents  joined  with  the  Turkish  National  Police  to 
arrest  six  Turkish  nationals  on  March  28, 1968.  The  arrests  and  seizure 
of  250  kilograms  of  opium  took  place  in  the  Turkish  province  of 
Denizle. 

On  January  29, 1968,  U.S.  narcotic  agents  stationed  in  Paris,  France, 
assisted  the  French  Police  arrest  a U.S.  citizen,  from  whom  they  seized 
nearly  15  kilograms  of  marihuana. 

U.S.  narcotic  agents  in  Mexico,  assisting  the  Mexican  Federal  Judi- 
cial Police,  located  60  acres  of  opium  poppy  plants  in  Gral  Teran, 
Nuevo  Leon,  Mexico,  on  January  31,  1968.  Agents  and  police  ar- 
rested two  defendants,  but  are  still  seeking  three  others^  Upon  finding 
the  fields  of  poppies,  the  officers  called  in  a contingent  of  22  Mexican 
Army  troops  who  destroyed  the  illicit  crop. 

Narcotic  agents  in  Tijuana  cooperated  with  the  Mexican  Federal 
J udicial  Police  to  arrest  three  defendants  between  February  8 and  10, 

1968.  At  the  same  time,  they  seized  a total  of  233  kilograms,  982  grams 
of  marihuana. 

In  these  and  other  narcotic  cases  Bureau  of  Narcotic  agents  assisted 
foreign  authorities  in  the  seizure  of  a total  of  1832.5  kilograms  of 
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2iarcotic  drugs  and  1390.5  kilogTams  of  marihuana  from  the  illicit 
traffic  in  other  countries  between  July  1, 1967,  and  March  31, 1968. 

The  following  table  shows  the  number  of  violations  of  the  narcotic 
laws  reported  by  Federal  narcotic  enforcement  officers. 


Number  of  violators  of  the  narcotic  and  marihuana  laws  'prosecuted  during  the 
fiscal  year  1968,  with  their  dispositions  and  penalties 


Convicted, 

Acquitted. 


Total 


Sentence  imposed. 


Fines  imposed 


Average  sentence  of 
imprisonment; 
1968 

1967  

Average  fine  per 
conviction: 

1968  

1967 


Narcotic  laws 


Registered  pet^ons 


Noiii'cgistcred  persons 


Marihuana  laws 


Nonregistered  persons 


Federal 

court 


State 

court 


Federal 

court 


684 

27 


.3,200  11 


$21, 036 


I 

>* 


$31 

195 


State 

court 


271 

10 


992 


948  I 


$10, 677 


$39 

45 


Federal 

court 


273 

5 


553 


$6, 781 


$25 

53 


State 

court 


459 


347  I 


$25, 197 


$144 

78 


Control  of  manufacture  and  medical  distribution 

During  the  first  9 months  of  fiscal  1968,  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics 
issued  37  permits  to  import  crude  opium  and  coca  leaves.  To  meet  the 
medical  requirements  for  opium  derivatives  and  cocaine  and  to  supply 
nonnarcotic  coca  flavoring  extracts,  105,644  kilograms  of  raw  opium 
were  imported  from  India  and  Turkey  and  181,440  kilograms  of  coca 
leaves  were  imported  from  Peru. 

A total  of  546  export  authorizations  were  issued  for  the  export  of 
manufactured  narcotics  to  other  countries.  The  quantity  of  narcotic 
drugs  exported  during  the  first  9 months  of  fiscal  1968  was  711,972.26 
grams. 

There  were  1,666  thefts  of  narcotic  drugs,  amounting  to  84,231 
grams  reported  during  the  first  portion  of  fiscal  1968. 

During  the  same  period  of  time,  420,638  persons  were  registered 
under  the  Harrison  Narcotic  Act  and  the  Marihuana  Tax  Act  to  en- 
gage in  lawful  narcotic  and  marihuana  activities. 
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International  control  and  cooperation 

The  United  States  is  a party  to  the  following  conventions,  treaties 
and  protocols  relating  to  the  international  control  over  narcotic  drugs 
and  marihuana:  The  Opium  Convention  of  1912  and  1931,  the  Inter- 
national Protocols  of  December  11,  1946,  November  19,  1948,  and 
June  23,  1953 ; and  the  Single  Convention  of  1961.  Additionally,  the 
United  State's  adheres  to  all  of  the  provisions,  so  far  as  possible,  of 
several  other  international  regimes  of  control  even  though  we  are  not 
signatories. 

The  Bureau  of  Narcotics  continued  its  international  cooperation 
during  fiscal  1968  through  participation  in  several  international  meet- 
ings. Bureau  representatives  were  among  delegates  attending  the 
Interpol  36th  General  Assembly  in  Kyoto,  Japan,  from  September  27, 
to  October  4,  1967,  to  discuss  the  events  relating  to  international 
criminal  activity  from  September  1966  to  August  1967.  The  United 
States  was  also  among  24  countries  represented  at  the  22d  Session 
of  the  United  Nations  Commission  on  Narcotic  Druigs  in  Geneva, 
Switzerland,  January  8-26,  1968,  to  review  the  world  drug  situation 
and  the  events  concerning  narcotic  controls  of  1967.  Representatives 
from  24  nations,  including  the  United  States  met  in  New  Delhi,  India, 
for  the  U.N.  Consultative  Group  on.  Opium  Problems  October  9-21, 
1967.  Discussions  covered  the  gamut  of  problems  related  to  the 
production  of  opium. 

Cooperation  'with  State  and  local  authorities 

Excellent  cooperation  among  Federal,  State,  and  local  narcotic  law 
enforcement  agencies  continued  with  a free  exchange  of  information 
during  the  investigation  and  prosecution  of  narcotic  violators  and  the 
routine  inspections  by  State  and  local  authorities.  The  Bureau’s  spe- 
cial seminars  were  held  in  cooperation  with  the  local,  county,  and 
State  agencies  as  a continuing  cooperative  training  program. 

Drug  addiction 

As  of  March  31,  1968,  just  prior  to  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics’  trans- 
fer from  the  Treasury  Department  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  the 
total  number  of  active  narcotic  addicts  recorded  by  the  Bureau,  as  re- 
ported by  Federal,  State,  local,  and  private  agencies  was  62,624. 

U.S.  Savings  Bonds  Division 

The  U.S.  Savings  Bonds  Division  promotes  the  sale  and  retention 
of  U.S.  savings  bonds  and  U.S.  savings  notes  (“Freedom  Shares”, 
first  issued  in  May  1967)  and  the  sale  of  savings  stamps.  The  systematic 
buying  and  continued  holding  of  these  savings  securities  makes  an 
important  contribution  to  the  Government’s  efforts  to  finance  our 
national  debt  in  a noninfiationary  maimer  and  broadens  the  ownership 
of  the  Federal  debt. 

The  program  is  carried  out  by  a relatively  small  Government  staff 
assisted  by  a large  corps  of  sales  promotion  volunteers.  Liaison  is 
maintained  with  all  types  of  financial,  business,  labor,  agricultural, 
and  educational  institutions,  and  with  community  groups  of  all  kinds. 
Their  volunteer  services  are  enlisted  to  sell  savings  bonds  through 
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banks,  savings  and:  loan  associations,  credit  unions,  certain  post  offices, 
and  thousands  of  business  establishments  and  other  employers  oper- 
ating payroll  savings  plans. 

Sales  of  series  E and  H savings  bonds  and  savings  notes  during  the 
fiscal  year  1968  totaled  $4,940  million,  only  slightly  below  the  1967 
11 -year  record  of  $4,967  million. 

Promotional  activities 

The  Share-in-Freedom  plan  was  continued  as  the  theme  of  the  Di- 
vision’s promotional  activities  in  fiscal  1968.  Excellent  progress  was 
made  in  promoting  the  payroll  savings  plan  among  industrial  em- 
ployees, Federal,  State,  and  local  Government  employees,  and  the  mili- 
tary services.  Over  2,264,000  persons  were  enrolled.  After  taking  into 
account  turnover,  retirements,  and  discontinued  allotments,  there  was 
a net  increase  of  more  than  a half  million  savers  during  the  1968  fiscal 
year.  Over  10  million  persons  were  participating  in  payroll  savings 
plans  as  of  June  30,  1968.  Promotional  efforts  produced  the  highest 
sales  since  1946  in  small  denomination  E bonds,  bought  primarily  by 
payroll  savers. 

Mr.  William  P.  Gwinn,  president  of  the  United  Aircraft  Corp.,  di- 
rected the  1968  payroll  savings  effort  in  industry  as  chairman  of  the 
Industrial  Payroll  Savings  Committee.  This  Committee  consisted  of 
top  executives  representing  23  major  market  areas  and  27  major  in- 
dustries. Secretary  Fowler  and  other  cabinet  members,  as  well  as  other 
Treasury  officials,  addressed  national  and  local  campaign  kickoff  meet- 
ings, which  were  attended  by  State  volunteer  chairmen,  financial 
leaders,  135  Share-in-Freedom  Center  chairmen  from  the  larger  metro- 
politan areas.  National  labor  executives,  alternates  of  the  Interdepart- 
mental Savings  Bonds  Committee,  and  some  350  leading  industrialists. 
As  a result  of  these  meetings,  intensive  campaigns  were  undertaken  in 
the  23  major  industrial  centers  by  members  of  me  Committee.  Similar 
campaigns  took  place  in  135  urban  centers,,  each  under  the  chairman- 
ship of  a local  business  leader. 

Campaign  preconditioning  sponsored  by  the  United  Aircraft  Corp. 
included  two  full-page  advertisements  in  the  “Wall  Street  Journal” 
emphasizing  the  role  of  the  savings  bond  program  in  the  maintenance 
of  the  country’s  sound  financial  structure,  and  the  mailing  of  over 
35,000  person^ized  letters,  with  enclosed  brochures,  from  Mr.  Gwinn 
to  executives  throughout  the  country.  This  resulted  in  a 20-percent 
response,  which  was  promptly  followed  up  by  staff  members  and  the 
industrial  task  force  which  consisted  of  approximately  750  junior  ex- 
ecutives loaned  by  industry  and  .directed  by  the  Savings  Bonds  Division 
field  staff. 

F ollowing  meetings  in  all  Share-in-Freedom  Centers,  staff  members 
and  volunteers  personally  assisted  companies  in  organizing  campaigns. 
During  the  fiscal  year,  more  than  12,500  campaigns  were  completed 
in  companies  of  all  sizes,  resulting  in  over  1^/^  million  new  savers. 

Successful  campaigns  in  the  Federal  Government,  among  both  civil- 
ian and  military  personnel,  were  conducted  under  the  direction  of 
Interdepartmental  .Chairman,  Postmaster  General  Lawrence  O’Brien, 
and  Vice  Chairman  Richard  Murphy.  Special  events  helped  to 
dramatize  the  Federal  campaign,  with  the  participation  of  Hollywood 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


ADMINISTRATIVE  REPORTS  127 

celebrities  at  the  Washington  kickoff  ceremonies,  Government  girls 
march,  and  Pentagon  rally  in  early  1968. 

During  the  1968  Federal  Government  spring  campaign,  approxi- 
mately 150,000  additional  civilian  employees  and  81,500  additional 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  signed  bond  allotments.  Total  enroll- 
ments were  over  3.7  million  on  June  30,  1968 — the  highest  level  since 
the  inception  of  the  program.  Total  purchases  by  Federal  civilian  and 
military  personnel  in  fiscal  1968  amounted  to  over  $1  billion. 

The  1968  spring  campaign  was  promoted  by  special  events  in  many 
other  areas.  Governors,  mayors,  and  other  leading  local  Government 
authorities  issued  savings  bonds  proclamations.  Decorated  Vietnam 
veterans  representing  all  services  again  toured  the  country.  They 
visited  80  cities  in  26  States,  appearing  on  television  and  at  community 
meetings  and  plant  rallies  to  dramatize  the  theme,  “Buy  Bonds  Where 
You  Work — They  Do.” 

Organized  labor  gave  its  full  cooperation  to  the  payroll  savings  cam- 
paign in  industry  and  Government.  The  sales  program  was  success- 
fully promoted  by  national  unions  through  the  National  Labor  Ad- 
visory Committee  for  savings  bonds. 

Sales  of  savings  stamps,  primarily  through  the  Nation’s  schools, 
increased  1 percent  during  the  fiscal  year  1968.  The  women’s  organiza- 
tions of  the  Nation  act  as  volunteer  leaders  in  the  promotion  of  stamps. 

Banks  and  other  financial  institutions  contributed  substantially  to 
the  success  of  the  savings  bonds- freedom  shares  program.  During  fiscal 
1968,  over  13,000  banks  sent  more  than  36  million  letters  to  their  cus- 
tomers promoting  savings  bonds  and  freedom  shares. 

Voluntary  assistance  provided  by  the  Advertising  Council  and  its 
task  force  agencies  was  of  major  immrtance  in  all  promotional  activi- 
ties undertaken  by  the  U.S.  Savings  Bonds  Division  during  fiscal  1968. 

Support  of  all  advertising  media — newspapers,  magazines,  radio, 
television,  and  outdoor, — continued  at  a high  level.  Magazines,  for  ex- 
ample, carried  over  148,000  lines  advertising  savings  bonds  during 
fiscal  1968. 

The  Advertising  Kesearch  Foundation,  at  the  request  of  the  AdverT 
tising  Cdunoil  and  the  Treasury,  undertook  the  first  public  service 
project  of  its  31-year  history  to  develop  a consumer  research  program 
on  the  savings  bonds  market. 

The  entertainment  industries  continued  their  exceptional  coopera- 
tion. The  motion  picture  industry  conitributed  a payroll  savings  film, 
“Star-Spangled  Salesman,”  with  an  all-star  cast.  Several  top  stars 
lent  their  services  in  personal  appearances  and  in  theatrical  trailers 
and  television  commercials. 

Management  improvement 

An  innovation  in  the  volunteer  sector  of  operations  was  the  estab- 
lishment, January  24, 1968,  of  a new  State  Chairman’s  Executive  Com- 
mittee which  consisted  of  two  executive  committee  members  for  each 
of  the  division’s  seven  regions.  The  purpose  of  the  Committee  is  to  give 
more  emphasis  to  the  position  of  the  volunteer  chairmen  throughout 
the  various  States;  to  provide  more  wingspread  for  their  statewide 
activities  and  to  create  more  specific  liaison  for  their,  campaign  plan- 
ning and  programing.  The  new  executive  committee  will  serve  nation- 
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ally  as  an  advisory  group  to  the  National  Director  for  Savings  Bonds, 
in  creating  and  coordinating  a nationwide  program  of  State  chairmen 
projects. 

U.S.  Secret  Service 

The  major  responsibilities  of  the  U.S.  Secret  Service  defined  by 
section  3056,  title  18,  United  States  Code,  are  the  protection  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  the  members  of  his  immediate  family, 
the  President-elect,  the  Vice  President  or  other  officer  next  in  the  order 
of  succession  to  the  office  of  President,  and  the  Vice-President-elect; 
pi'otection  of  a former  President  and  his  wife  during  his  lifetime  and 
the  person  of  a widow  and  minor  children  of  a former  President  for 
a period  of  4 years  after  he  leaves  or  dies  in  office,  miless  such  protec- 
tion is  declined ; protection  of  persons  who  are  determined  from  time 
to  time  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  after  consultation  with  an 
advisory  conunittee,  as  being  major  presidential  or  vice  presidential 
candidates,  unless  such  protection  is  declined ; the  detection  and  arrest 
of  persons  coirunitting  any  offenses  against  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  relating  to  obligations  and  securities  of  the  United  States  and 
of  foreign  governments ; and  the  detection  and  arrest  of  persons  vio- 
lating certain  laws  relating  to  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corpo- 
ration, Federal  land  banks,  and  Federal  land  bank  associations. 

Management  improvement 

Eight  teletype  units  have  been  installed  in  headquarters  and  field 
offices  to  connect  the  Secret  Service  with  the  National  Crime  Informa- 
tion Center  (NCIC)  and  with  the  Law  Enforcement  Teletype  System 
(LETS).  The  teletype  installation  will  provide  rapid  input  to  the 
Secret  Service  and  the  NCIC  computer  records  system  for  inter- 
change of  printed  material  necessary  in  attaining  speed  and  accuracy 
in  law  enforcement  and  protective  response.  The  (LETS)  system 
connects  the  Secret  Seiwice  to  4,500  law  enforcement  organizations 
throughout  the  Nation  in  keeping  with  presidential  directives  on  im- 
proved communications  among  law  enforcement  agencies. 

An  analytical  system  was  developed  for  use  in  the  investigative  area 
to  evaluate  comparative  field  office  data  on  check  forgery  cases  re- 
ceived, closed,  and  pending.  The  information  system  provides  total 
investigative  hours  spent  as  well  as  arrests  for  check  forgery  and  is 
a valuable  management  tool  in  evaluating  Service  progress  in  the 
check  forgery  area. 

Certain  organizational  changes  were  effected  in  fiscal  1968  to  facili- 
tate the  specialization  necessary  to  support  the  expanded  operations 
of  the  Service.  The  Financial  Management  Division  was  established  as 
a separate  entity  in  the  Office  of  Administration  to  centralize  respon- 
sibility for  budget  operations,  accormting,  financial  reporting,  payroll 
operations,  and  voucher  examination. 

Preliminary  work  was  initiated  in  April  1968,  to  transfer  the  Secret 
"Service  payroll  operation  to  the  Internal  Eevenue  Service’s  automated 
system  in  Detroit.  It  is  expected  that  this  conversion  will  be  accom- 
plished early  in  fiscal  1969.  It  is  estimated  that  this  will  result  in  re- 
curring annual  savings  of  $24,000. 
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Personnel 

During  fiscal  1968  the  Secret  Service  appointed  approximately 
242  new  special  agents,  technicians,  specialists,  and  support  personnel. 

Personnel  security  investigations,  were  added  to  the  responsibilities 
of  the  Personnel  Division  during  the  fiscal  year. 

Training 

A pilot  training  project  to  accelerate  the  training  of  new  special 
agents  was  initiated  during  the  fiscal  year.  It  was  aesigned  to  per- 
mit new  personnel  to  perform  the  full  range  of  their  duties  at  the 
earliest  possible  date. 

Seven  employees  attended  seminars  on  planning-programing-budg- 
eting  conducted  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission.  Other  employees 
participated  in  management  seminars  conducted  by  the  Brookings 
Institution  and  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

Inspection  and  audit  program 

During  fiscal  1968  the  inspection, and  audit  program  was  improved 
by  the  development  of  revised  check  lists  and  evaluation  forms,  and 
the  publication  of  a new  “Inspection  Procedures  Manual.”  In  addi- 
tion, a new  format  was  adopted  for  reporting  inspections  of  units 
other  than  field  offices. 

Protective  responsibilities 

The  protection  of  the  First  Family,  Vice  President,  former  Presi- 
dents, tneir  wives,  and  the  widow  and  minor  children  of  the  late  Presi- 
dent Kennedy  continued  to  be  the  primary  responsibility  of  the  Service. 

On  June  6,  1968,  Congress  exjianded  the  protective  responsibilities 
of  the  Service  by  enacting  a joint  resolution  (Public  Law  90-331) 
which  provided  for  the  protection  of  major  presidential  and  vice 
presidential  candidates. 

Investigative  responsibilities 

Counterfeiting  violations  continued  to  pose  an  enforcement  prob- 
lem of  increasing  magnitude  during  fiscal  1968.  The  Secret  Service 
arrested  1,370  persons,  an  increase  of  27.8  percent  over  the  previous 
year,  for  currency  counterfeiting  violations.  More  than  $10  million 
in  counterfeit  currency,  76  percent  of  the  total  received,  was  seized 
before  being  placed  in  circulation. 

Losses  to  the  public,  the  amount  of  counterfeit  currency  passed  on 
the  public,  reached  $2.8  million.  Of  this  total,  $1.4  million  was  traced 
to  36  plant  operations  (places  of  manufacture)  which  produced  136 
counterfeit  issues.  The  Secret  Service  suppressed  the  operations  of 
these  plants  prior  to  June  30, 1968.  Another  $365,000  in  losses  was  the 
residue  from  plants  seized  in  previous  years.  Of  the  $1  million  in 
losses  remaining,  about  $800,000  was  attributed  to  seven  major  counter- 
feiting operations  which  were  under  investigation  at  the  fiscal  yearend. 

The  Service’s  enforcement  program  has  resulted  in  the  suppression 
of  counterfeit  plant  operations  responsible  for  63  percent  of  the  losses 
suffered  during  the  fiscal  year. 

The  following  summaries  are  illustrative  of  the  type  and  scope  of 
counterfeiting  activities  during  fiscal  1968. 
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In  the  fall  of  1967,  ah  undercover  agent  was  introduced  to  a woman 
who  was  acting  on  behalf  of  several  well-known  Chicago  hoodlums. 
They  wanted  to  locate  a buyer  for  a larger  quantity  of  counterfeit 
$10,000  Treasury  bearer  securities.  The  agent  succeeded  in  arranging 
for  the  purchase  of  $1  million  in  the  counterfeits.  In  January  1968,  the 
woman  and  four  men  were  arrested  while  making  the  delivery  to  the 
agent.  The  group’s  ringleader  was  arrested  nearby  in  his  car. 

During  January  1966,  an  individual  was  convicted  in  Los  Angeles  for 
possessing  $300,000  in  counterfeit  $100  notes.  Later,  the  defendant  con- 
tacted the  Secret  Service  and  offered  to  identify  the  source  of  the  notes, 
lie  claimed  the  $300,000  was  only  the  initial  delivery  of  over  $10 
million  he  had  ordered  from  a Miami  attorney.  He  also  offered  to 
assist  in  obtaining  the  remainder  of  the  notes  which  were  still  avail- 
able for  delivery. 

Negotiations  with  the  attorney  culminated  in  late  December  1967, 
when  the  attorney  forwarded  three  boxes  by  air  to  the  defendant  in 
New  York  City.  The  boxes,  which  were  received  and  opened  at  the 
JFK  International  Airport,  contained  $4.1  million  in  counterfeit  $100 
notes,  the  largest  single  counterfeit  seizure  in  the  history  of  the  Secret 
Service. 

The  Miami  attorney  was  arrested  in  New  York  City  several  days 
later.  Prosecution  was  pending  at  the  fiscal  yearend. 

Of  the  $2.8  million  passed  on  the  public  during  fiscal  1968,  over 
$400,000  came  from  a single  counterfeiting  operation  in  the  Birming- 
ham, Ala.,  area  that  reach^  into  almost  every  State  of  the  Nation. 

By  the  spring  of  1968,  a special  squad  assigned  to  investigate  this 
operation,  had  arrested  the  two  printers  and  several  of  the  organizar 
tion’s  major  distributors.  The  fact  that  over  225  persons  were  ar- 
rested for  passing  notes  produced  by  this  counterfeiting  plant 
illustrates  the  complex  enforcement  problem  which  confronts  the 
Secret  Service  when  a single  operation  has  such  well-organized  dis- 
tribution facilities. 

Total  counterfeits  attributed  to  this  group  exceeded  $880,000  of 
which  $384,000  was  seized  before  being  placed  in  circulation.  One  of 
the  printers  plead  guilty  to  the  charges  placed  against  him  and  was 
given  a suspended  sentence. 

An  unusual  counterfeiting  operation  was  discovered  when  a new 
counterfeit  $5  note  was  passed  in  Tampa,  Fla.,  in  January  1967.  Five 
other  related  counterfeits  appeared  during  the  next  month  in  Florida 
and  Georgia.  During  the  following  weeks  these  notes  were  passed  in 
other  States  along  the  east  coast  and  into  the  Midwest,  but  in  such 
small  quantities  that  only  one  or  two  individuals  appeared  to  be 
involved. 

The  first  break  in  this  case  came  in  May  when  a Florida  resident  was 
arrested  while  attempting  to  pass  one  of  the  notes  near  Detroit.  He 
claimed  the  notes  were  printed  by  a fellow  Floridian,  a prominent 
coin  dealer,  who  had  accompanied  him  to  the  shopping  center  but  who 
had  fled  to  avoid  arrest.  Based  on  this  information,  the  plant  in 
Florida  was  seized  and  a fugitive  warrant  issued  for  the  coin  dealer. 
Efforts  to  locate  the  fugitive  were  unsuccessful. 

Weeks  later,  another  gi’oup  of  new  counterfeit  $5,  $10,  and  $20  notes 
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appeared  in  California,  Colorado,  and  Texas.  The  pattern  of  passing 
the  notes  again  indicated  that  this  was  the  work  of  only  one  or  two 
persons.  One  of  the  notes  was  passed  at  a small  coin  shop  in  Amarillo, 
Tex.  When  questioned  later,  the  owner  of  the  shop  recalled  that  the 
passer  was  an  individual  whom  he  had  previously  met  at  several  coin 
shows — the  missing  Florida  coin  dealer. 

Efforts  to  locate  the  fugitive  were  intensified  and  the  suspect  was 
taken  into  custody  near  New  Orleans  during  September.  He  had  fled 
to  Los  Angeles  after  narrowly  escaping  arrest  in  Detroit.  There  he 
rented  a small  print  shop  and  produced  a second  group  of  notes. 

The  passer  arrested  at  Detroit  received  a 6-year  sentence.  The  coin 
dealer  received  a sentence  of  .5  years.  In  all,  he  was  responsible  for  the 
manufacture  of  14  different  counterfeits  totaling  nearly  $200,000. 

Another  issue  of  counterfeit  $20  notes  first  appeared  in  Au^st  1967, 
when  15  were  passed  at  a dog  track  near  Portland,  Oreg.  Three  days 
later  Secret  Service  agents  from  the  Seattle  office  were  called  to  a 
downtown  store  where  employees  were  holding  a woman  who  had  at- 
tempted to  make  a purchase  with  one  of  the  notes. 

While  one  agent  questioned  the  suspect,  another  canvassed  nearby 
stores  wihere  he  picked  up  several  other  counterfeit  notes  which  had 
been  passed  by  a woman  answering  the  suspect’s  description.  When 
confronted  with  this  information,  the  woman  amazed  the  agents  by 
admitting  that  she  was  not  only  responsible  for  passing  the  notes  but 
that  she  had  also  printed  them ! The  arresting  agents  were  dubious 
until  they  learned  that  a printing  press,  camera,  and  other  parapher- 
nalia had  been  found  in  her  apartment  in  Portland.  The  defendant 
was  placed  on  probation  bringing  to  a close  the  3-day  career  of  the 
first  female  counterfeiter  in  recent  Secret  Service  history. 

Two  major  counterfeiting  operations  centered  in  the  Metropolitan 
New  York  City  area  posed  potential  problems  to  the  Secret  Service 
during  the  fiscal  year.  Both  involved  printers  who  operated  legitimate 
printing  firms  and  had  wide  contacts  among  the  criminal  element, 
which  they  used  as  outlets  for  their  products. 

In  April  1968,  an  informant  contacted  the  Secret  Service  in  New 
York  City  and  surrendered  specimens  of  a new  counterfeit  $10  note. 
The  note  was  associated  with  a group  of  counterfeits  which  had  plagued 
New  York  agents  for  several  months.  Several  days  later  the  printer 
was  arrested  at  his  Brooklyn  shop  and  $100,000  in  counterfeits  was 
seized. 

The  other  case  was  solved  when  agents  identified  a major  New  Jersey 
distributor.  This  man  had  sold  counterfeit  notes  to  several  persons 
who  were  later  arrested  for  passing  them.  Surveillance  of  the  distrib- 
utor led  to  a midtown  New  York  printing  firm  where  the  notes  were 
being  produced.  Early  in  March  the  printer  and  two  associates  were 
arrested  at  the  shop  and  $23,000  in  the  notes  seized. 

These  two  New  York  City  counterfeiting  operations  produced  19 
different  counterfeit  issues  totaling  $450,000,  of  which  $285,000  was 
seized  before  being  placed  in  circulation. 

The  following  table  summarizes  receipts  of  counterfeit  money  dur- 
ing the  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968. 
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Counterfeit  money  received,  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968 

Receipts  of  counterfeit  notes  and  coins 

1967 

1968 

Counterfeit  money  received  in  .the  United  States: 

Loss  to  the  puhlie 

Seized  before  circulation 

$1,658,100.75 

8,587,845.49 

$2, 887,011.15 
10,294, 386. 32 

Total 

10,245,946.24 

13, 181,397.47 

During  fiscal  1968  the  forgery  of  Government  obligations  continued 
to  represent  a substantial  part  of  the  investigative  responsibilities  of 
the  Secret  Service. 

The  number  of  U.S.  Treasury  checks  requiring  investigation  in- 
creased 16.9  percent  in  fiscal  1968  over  fiscal  1967,  while  the  number  of 
Government  bonds  received  for  investigation  increased  61.9  percent. 
The  Secret  Service  completed  investigations  of  52,667  Government 
checks,  involving  approximately  $5.5  million.  A total  of  2,422  persons 
were  arrested  and  prosecuted  for  Government  check  violations  during 
fiscal  1968.  In  addition,  the  Secret  Service  investigated  11,505  cases  in- 
volving the  forgery  and  fradulent  negotiation  of  U.S.  Government 
bonds  having  a maturity  value  of  $1,242,000  and  arrested  146  persons. 

Representative  of  the  cases  involving  forgery  of  Government  checks 
during  fiscal  1968'  was  that  of  a 40-year-old  narcotic  addict.  This  in- 
dividual had  stolen,  forged,  and  cashed  approximately  100  Treasury 
checks  amounting  to  about  $10,7 00.  His  criminal  actions  were  prompted 
by  his  desperate  heed  for  money  to  satisfy  his  narcotic  habit.  The  de- 
fendant who  had  operated  for  about  14  months,  had  altered  the  amount 
on  a number  of  checks  to  a higher  sum  before  cashing  them. 

The  defendant;  who  has  a prior  record  having  been  arrested  for  sim- 
ilar offenses  in  1955,  was  sentenced  in  Federal  court  to  serve  5 years 
for  his  offenses  which  culminated  in  1968. 

One  69-year-old  forger  of  U.S.  Government  bonds  was  sentenced  in 
Federal  court  in  February  1968  to  2l^  years  imprisonment.  Up  to  Jan- 
uary 26^  1968,  he  had  forged  and  redeemed  1,246  Government  bonds 
amounting  to  approximatmy  $280,000. 

Between  May  1967  and  January  1968,  he  had  been  arrested  on  five 
different  occasions  for  bond  forgery  and  in  each  instance  had  been 
released  on  bail.  This  forger  is  also  a prime  suspect  in  the  investiga- 
tion of  a large  number  of  bonds  which  were  stolen,  forged,  and  cashed 
between  January  26,  1968,  when  he  entered  his  plea  of  guilty  and 
February  12, 1968,  when  his  imprisonment  began.  He  is  also  one  of  32 
defendants  in  a conspiracy  case  pending  at  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

While  on  bail,  this  defendant  surrendered  approximately  $230,000 
in  stolen  U.S.  Government  bonds.  State  of  Israel  bonds,  and  U.S. 
Postal  money  orders. 

The  Secret  Service  continues  to  conduct  other  investigations  coming 
within  its  statutory  responsibility  concerning  violations  of  the  Gold 
Reserve  Act,  Government  losses  in  shipment,  and  silver  regulations. 

A joint  investigation  by  Secret  Service  offices  in  El  Paso,  Tex.,  and 
Phoenix,  Ariz.,  from  January  1968  to  April  1968  involved  rdolations  of 
the  silver  regulations.  Two  men  had  been  receiving  large  shipments  of 
U.S.  silver  coins  from  various  parts  of  the  nation.  The  coins  were 
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melted  into  ingots  a,t  Tucson,  Ariz.,  and  sold  for  the  silver  value 
which  yielded  a large  profit  above  the  coinage  value.  The  investigation 
resulted  in  the  arrest  of  the  two  men  and  the  seizure  of  $68,632  in  coins 
and  two  100-pound  ingots  of  silver. 

The  Secret  Service  continued  to  participate  with  other  Treasury 
Department  enforcement  agencies  in  the  Department  of  Justice  Or- 
ganized Crime  Task  Force  projects.  Four  senior  agents  are  assigned 
to  the  task  forces.  This  combined  Federal  effort  against  organized 
crime  has  shown  encouraging  results. 

The  following  tables  show  the  number  of  criminal  and  noncriminal 
investigations  completed  and  arrests  made  by  the  Secret  Service  in 
fiscal  years  1967  and  1968. 

CHminal  and  noncriminal  cases  investigated,  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968 


Cases  investigated 


1967  1968 


Counterfeiting 24,911  23,025 

Forged  Government  checks 43, 055  52, 667 

Forged  Government  bonds 6,413  11,505 

Protective  intelligence 15,829  14,614 

Other  criminal  and  noncriminal ;. 3, 276  3,422 


Total - 93,484  105,233 


Number  of  arrests,  fiscal  years  1967  and  1968 


Offenses 


1967  1968 


Counterfeiting 1,072  1,370 

Forged  Government  checks 2,431  2,422 

Forged  Government  bonds  113  146 

Protective  intelligence 428  338 

Miscellaneous 73  61 


Total - - 4,117  4,337 


Offenses  investigated  by  the  Secret  Service  resulted  in  the  convic- 
tion of  3,368  persons — 97.1  percent  of  the  cases  brought  to  trial  during 
fiscal  year  1968. 

Cooperation 

The  Secret  Service  continues  to  receive  outstanding  cooperation  and 
assistance  from  local,  State,  and  other  Federal  law  enforcement  agen- 
cies in  support  of  its  protective  and  investigative  responsibilities. 
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Public  Debt  Operations,  Regulations,  and  Legislation 

Treasury  Notes  Offered  and  Allotted 

During  fiscal  year  1968  there  were  no  offerings  of  marketable  Treasury  certifi- 
cates of  indebtedness  or  Treasury  bonds. 

Exhibit  1. — Treasury  notes 

Two  Treasury  circulars,  one  containing  an  exchange  offering  and  the  other 
containing  a cash  offering,  are  reproduced  in  this  exhibit.  Circulars  pertaining 
to  the  other  note  offerings  during  the  fiscal  year  1968  are  similar  in  form  and 
therefore  are  not  reproduced  in  this  report.  However,  essential  details  for  each 
offering  are  summarized  in  the  first  table  following  the  circulars  and  the  final 
allotments  of  the  new  notes  are  shown  in  the  second  table. 

DEPARTMENT  CIRCULAR  NO.  1-68.  PUBLIC  DEBT 

Trbastjry  Department, 
Washington,  February  t,  X068. 

1.  OFFERING  OP  NOTES 

1.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the  Second 
Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  offers  notes  of  the  United  States,  designated  5% 
percent  Treasury  Notes  of  Series  A — 1975  at  par : 

(1)  in  exchange  for  5%  percent  Treasury  Notes  of  Series  A — 1968,  dated 
November  15, 1966,  due  February  15, 1968 ; 

(2)  with  a cash  payment  of  $6.00  per  $1,000  to  the  United  States  in  exchange 
for  4%  percent  Treasury  Notes  of  Series  C — 1968,  dated  May  15,  1967, 
due  August  15,  1968 ; 

(3)  with  a cash  payment  of  $8,50  per  $1,000  to  the  United  States  in  exchange 
for  3%  percent  Treasury  Bonds  of  1968,  dated  April  18, 1962,  due  August 
15, 1968,  in  amounts  of  $1,000  or  multiples  thereof ; 

(4)  with  a cash  payment  of  $1.50  per  $1,000  to  the  United  States  in 
exchange  for  5%  percent  Treasury  Notes  of  Serie.s  D — 1968,  dated  August 
15, 1967,  due  November  15, 1968 ; or 

(5)  with  a cash  payment  of  $11.50  per  $1,000  to  the  United  States  in 
exchange  for  378  percent  Treasury  Bonds  of  1968,  dated  September  15, 
1963,  due  November  15, 1968,  in  amounts  of  $1,000  or  multiples  thereof. 

Interest  will  be  adjusted  as  of  February  15, 1968,  in  the  case  of  the  securities  due 
November  15,  1968.  Payments  on  account  of  accrued  interest  and  cash  adjust- 
ments will  he  made  as  set  forth  in  Section  IV  hereof.  The  amount  of  this  offer- 
ing will  he  limited  to  the  amount  of  eligible  securities  tendered  in  exchange.  The 
hooks  will  he  open  only  on  February  5 through  February  7,  1968,  for  the  receipt 
of  suhscriptions'. 

II.  DESCRIPTION  OF  NOTES 

1.  The  notes  will  be  dated  February  15,  1968,  and  will  bear  interest  from  that 
date  at  the  rate  of  5%  i>ercent  per  annum,  payable  semiannually  on  August  15, 
1968,  and  thereafter  on  February  15  and  August  15  in  each  year  until  the  prin- 
cipal amount  becomes  payable.  They  will  mature  February  15,  1975,  and  will 
not  be  subject  to  call  for  redemption  prior  to  maturity. 

2.  The  income  derived  from  the  notes  is  subject  to  all  taxes  imposed  under  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954.  The  notes  are  subject  to  estate,  inheritance,  gift 
or  other  excise  taxes,  whether  Federal  or  State,  but  are  exempt  from  all  taxation 
now  or  hereafter  imposed  on  the  principal  or  interest  thereof  hy  any  State,  or 
any  of  the  possessions  of  the  United  States,  or  by  any  local  taxing  authority. 
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3.  The  notes  will  be  acceptable  to  secure  deposits  of  public  moneys.  They  will 
not  be  acceptable  in  payment  of  taxes. 

4.  Bearer  notes  with  interest  coupons  attached,  and  notes  registered  as  to  prin- 
cipal and  interest,  will  be  issued  in  denominations  of  $1,000,  $5,000,  $10,000, 
$100,000,  $1,000,000,  $100,000,000  and  $500,000,000.  Provision  will  be  made  for 
the  Interchange  of  notes  of  different  denominations  and  of  coupon  and  registered 
notes,  and  for  the  transfer  of  registered  notes,  under  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

5.  The  notes  will  be  subject  to  the  general  regulations  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, now  or  hereafter  prescribed,  governing  United  States  notes. 

ml  SUBSCEIPTION  AND  ALLOTMENT 

1.  Subscriptions  accepting  the  offer  made  by  this  circular  will  be  received  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  and  Branches  and  at  the  OflBce  of  the  Treasurer  of 
the  United  States,  Washington,  D.C.  20220.  Banking  institutions  generally  may 
submit  subscriptions  for  account  of  customers,  but  only  the  Federal  Reserve 
Banks  and  the  Treasury  Department  are  authorized  to  act  as  ofliclal  agencies. 

2.  Under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  has  the  authority  to  reject  or  reduce  any  subscription,  and  to  allot 
less  than  the  amount  of  notes  applied  for  when  he  deems  it  to  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and  any  action  he  may  take  in  these  respects  shall  be  final.  Subject 
to  the  exercise  of  that  authority,  all  subscriptions  will  be  allotted  in  full. 

IV.  PAYMENT 

1.  Payment  for  the  face  amount  of  notes  allotted  hereunder  must  be  made 
on  or  before  February  15,  1968,  or  on  later  allotment,  and  may  be  made  only  in 
a like  face  amount  of  the  securities  enumerated  in  Paragraph  1 of  Section  I 
hereof,  which  should  accompany  the  subscription.  Payment  will  not  be  deemed 
to  have  been  completed  where  registered  notes  are  requested  if  the  appropriate 
identifying  number  as  required  on  tax  returns  and  other  documents  submitted 
to  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  (an  individual’s  social  security  number  or  an 
employer  identification  number)  is  not  furnished.  Cash  payments  due  from  sub- 
scribers (paragraphs  3,  4 and  6 below)  should  accompany  the  subscription.  Cash 
payments  due  to  subscribers  (paragraph  5 below)  will  be  made  by  check  or  by 
credit  in  any  account  maintained  by  a banking  institution  with  the  Federal  Re- 
serve Bank  of  its  District  following  acceptance  of  the  securities  surrendered.  In 
the  case  of  registered  securities,  the  payment  will  be  made  in  accordance  with 
the  assignments  thereon. 

2.  5%  percent  notes  of  Series  A-1968. — Coupons  dated  February  15,  1968, 
should  be  detached  and  cashed  when  due.^ 

3.  4%  percent  notes  of  Series  C-1968. — Coupons  dated  August  15,  1968,  must 
be  attached  (February  15,  1968,  coupons  should  be  detached^)  to  the  notes  in 
bearer  form  when  surrendered.  A cash  payment  of  $6.00  per  $1,000  must  be  made 
by  subscribers. 

4.  3%  percent  bonds  of  1968. — Coupons  dated  August  15, 1968,  must  be  attached 
(February  15,  1968,  coupons  should  be  detached')  to  the  bonds  in  bearer  form 
when  surrendered.  A cash  payment  of  $8.50  per  $1,000  must  be  made  by  sub- 
scribers. 

5.  5%  percent  notes  of  Series  D-1968. — Coupons  dated  May  15  and  November 
15, 1968,  must  be  attached  to  the  notes  in  bearer  form  when  surrendered.  Accrued 
interest  from  November  15, 1967,  to  February  15, 1968  ($13.269’23  per  $1,000) , will 
be  credited,  the  payment  ($1.50  per  $1,000)  due  the  United  States  will  be  charged 
and  the  difference  ($11.76923  per  $1,(K)0)  will  be  paid  to  subscribers. 

6.  3%  percent  bonds  of  November  15, 1968. — Coupons  dated  May  15  and  Novem- 
ber 15,  1968,  must  be  attached  to  the  bonds  in  bearer  form  when  surrendered. 
Accrued  interest  from  November  15,  1967,  to  February  15,  1968  ($9.79396  per 
$1,000),  will  be  credited,  the  payment  ($11.50  per  $1,000)  due  the  United  States 
will  be  charged  and  the  difference  ($1.70604  per  $1,000)  must  be  paid  by 
subscribers. 


’ Interest  due  on  Feb.  15,  1968,  on  registered  securities  will  be  paid  by  issue  of  interest 
checks  in  regular  course  to  holders  of  record,  on  Jan.  15,  1968,  the  date  the  transfer  books 
closed. 
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V.  ASSIGNMENT  OF  EEOISTEEED  SECUEITIES 

1.  Treasury  securities  in  registered  form  tendered  in  payment  for  notes  offered 
hereunder  should  be  assigned  by  the  registered  payees  or  assignees  thereof,  in 
accordance  with  the  general  regulations  of  the  Treasury  Department  governing 
assignments  for  transfer  or  exchange,  in  one  of  the  forms  hereafter  set  forth, 
and  thereafter  should  be  surrendered  with  the  subscription  to  a Federal  Reserve 
Bank  or  Branch  or  to  the  OflBce  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  Washington, 
D.C.  20220.  The  securities  must  be  delivered  at  the  expense  and  risk  of  the  holder. 
If  the  new  notes  are  desired  registered  in  the  same  name  as  the  securities  sur- 
rendered, the  assignment  should  be  to  “The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  ex- 
change for  5%  percent  Treasury  Notes  of  Series  A-1OT5” ; if  the  new  notes  are 
desired  registered  in  another  name,  the  assignment  should  be  to  “The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  for  exchange  for  5%  percent  Treasury  Notes  of  Series  A-1975 

in  the  name  of ” ; if  new  notes  in  coupon  form  are  desired, 

the  assignment  should  be  to  “The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  exchange  for 
5%  percent  Treasury  Notes  of  Series  A-1975  in  coupon  form  to  be  delivered 
to 

VI.  OENEEAL  PEOVISIONS 

1.  As  fiscal  agents  of  the  United  States,  Federal  Reserve  Banks  are  authorized 
and  requested  to  receive  subscriptions,  to  make  such  allotments  as  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  issue  such  notes  as  may  be 
necessary,  to  receive  payment  for  and  make  delivery  of  notes  on  full-paid 
subscriptions  allotted,  and  they  may  issue  interim  receipts  pending  delivery  of 
the  definitive  notes. 

2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  at  any  time,  or  from  time  to  time, 
prescribe  supplemental  or  amendatory  rules  and  regulations  governing  the  offer- 
ing, which  will  be  communicated  promptly  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks. 

Heney  H.  Fowlee, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


DEPARTMENT  CIRCULAR  NO.  4-68.  PUBLIC  DEBT 

Teeasuey  Depaetment, 
Washington,  May  2,  1968. 

1.  OFFEEING  OF  NOTES 

1.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the  Second 
Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  offers  $3,000,000,000,  or  thereabouts,  of  notes  of 
the  United  States,  designated  6 percent  Treasury  Notes  of  Series  01969,  at  par 
and  accrued  interest.  The  following  securities,  maturing  May  15,  1968,  will  be 
accepted  at  par  in  payment,  in  whole  or  in  part,  to  the  extent  subscriptions  axe 
allotted  by  !the  Treasury : 

4%  percent  Treasury  Notes  of  Series  B-1968;  or 

3%  percent  Treasury  Bonds  of  1968. 

The  books  will  be  open  only  on  May  8,  1968,  for  the  receipt  of  subscriptions. 

II.  DESCEIPTION  OF  NOTES 

1.  The  notes  will  be  dated  May  15,  1968,  and  will  bear  interest  from  that  date 
at  the  rate  of  6 percent  per  annum,  payable  on  a semiannual  basis  on  August 
15,  1968,  and  February  15  and  August  15, 1969.  They  will  mature  August  15, 1969, 
and  will  not  be  subject  to  call  for  redemption  prior  to  maturity. 

2.  The  income  derived  from  the  notes  is  subject  to  all  taxes  imposed  under  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954.  The  notes  are  subject  to  estate,  inheritance,  gift 
or  other  excise  taxes,  whether  Federal  or  State,  but  are  exempt  from  all  taxation 
now  or  hereafter  imposed  on  the  principal  or  interest  thereof  by  any  State,  or 
any  of  the  possessions  of  the  United  States,  or  by  any  local  taxing  authority. 

3.  The  notes  will  be  acceptable  to  secure  deposits  of  public  moneys.  They 
will  not  be  acceptable  in  payment  of  taxes. 

4.  Bearer  notes  with  interest  coupons  attached,  and  notes  registered  as  to 
principal  and  interest,  will  be  issued  in  denominations  of  $1,000,  $5,000,  $10,000, 
$100,000,  $1,000,000,  $100,000,000  and  $500,000,000.  Provision  will  be  made  for 
the  interchange  of  notes  of  different  denominations  and  of  coupon  and  registered 
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notes,  and  for  the  transfer  of  registered  notes,  under  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

5.  The  notes  will  be  subject  to  the  general  regulations  of  the  Treasury 
Department,  now  or  hereafter  prescribed,  governing  United  States  notes. 

III.  SUBSCRIPTION  AND  ALLOTMENT 

1.  Subscriptions  accepting  the  offer  made  by  this  circular  will  be  received 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  and  Branches  and  at  the  Office  of  the  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States,  AVashington,  D.C.  20220.  Only  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks 
and  the  Treasury  Department  are  authorized  to  act  as  official  agencies.  Oom- 
mercial  banks,  which  for  this  purpose  are  defined  as  banks  accepting  demand 
deposits,  may  submit  subscriptions  for  account  of  customers  provided  the  names 
of  the  customers  are  set  forth  in  such  subscriptions.  Others  than  commercial 
banks  will  not  be  permitted  to  enter  subscriptions  except  for  their  own  account. 
Subscriptions  from  commercial  banks  for  their  own  account  will  be  restricted 
in  each  case  to  an  amount  not  exceeding  50  percent  of  the  combined  capital 
(not  including  capital  notes  or  debentures),  surplus  and  undivided  profits  of 
the  subscribing  bank.  Subscriptions  will  be  received  without  deposit  from 
banking  Institutions  for  their  own  account.  Federally-insured  savings  and  loan 
associations.  States,  political  subdivisions  or  instrumentalities  thereof,  public 
pension  and  retirement  and  other  public  funds,  international  organizations  in 
which  the  United  States  holds  membership,  foreign  central  'banks  and  foreign 
States,  dealers  who  make  primary  markets  in  Government  securities  and  report 
daily  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York  their  positions  with  respect  to 
Government  securities  and  borrowings  thereon,  Federal  Reserve  Banks  and 
Government  Investment  Accounts.  Subscriptions  from  all  others  must  be  ac- 
companied by  payment  (in  cash  or  in  securities  of  the  issues  enumerated  in 
Paragraph  1 of  Section  I hereof,  which  will  be  accepted  at  par)  of  10  percent 
of  the  amount  of  notes  applied  for,  not  subject  to  withdrawal  until  after 
allotment.  Registered  securities  submitted  as  deposits  should  be  assigned  as 
provided  in  Section  V hereof.  Following  allotment,  any  portion  of  the  10  percent 
payment  in  excess  of  10  percent  of  the  amount  of  notes  allotted  may  be  released 
upon  the  request  of  the  subscribers. 

2.  All  subscribers  are  required  to  agree  not  to  purchase  or  to  sell,  or  to 
make  any  agreements  with  respect  to  the  purchase  or  sale  or  other  disposition 
of  any  notes  of  this  issue  at  a specific  rate  or  price,  until  after  midnight 
May  8,  1968. 

3.  Commercial  banks  in  submitting  subscriptions  will  be  required  to  certify 
that  they  have  no  beneficial  interest  in  any  of  the  subscriptions  they  enter 
for  the  account  of  their  customers,  and  that  their  customers  have  no  beneficial 
interest  in  the  banks’  subscriptions  for  their  own  account. 

4.  Under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury has  the  authority  to  reject  or  reduce  any  subscription,  to  allot  less  than 
the  amount  of  notes  applied  for,  and  to  make  different  percentage  allotments 
to  various  classes  of  subscribers  when  he  deems  it,  to  be  in  the  public  interest ; 
and  any  action  he  may  take  in  the.se  respects  shall  be  final.  The  basis  of  the 
allotment  will  be  publicly  announced,  and  allotment  notices  will  be  sent  out 
promptly  upon  allotment. 


IV.  PAYMENT 

1.  Payment  at  par  and  accrued  interest,  if  anj’,  for  notes  allotted  hereunder 
must  be  made  or  completed  on  or  before  May  15,  1968,  or  on  later  allotment. 
Payment  will  not  be  deemed  to  have  been  completed  where  registered  notes 
are  requested  if  the  appropriate  identifying  number  as  required  on  tax  returns 
and  other  documents  submitted  to  the  Internai  Revenue  Service  (an  individual’s 
sociai  security  number  or  an  employer  identification  number)  is  not  furnished. 
In  every  case  where  full  payment  is  not  completed,  the  payment  with  application 
up  to  10  percent  of  the  amount  of  notes  allotted  shall,  upon  declaration  made 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  his  discretion,  be  forfeited  to  the  United 
States.  Payment  may  be  made  for  any  notes  allotted  hereunder  in  cash  or  in 
securities  of  the  issues  enumerated  in  Paragraph  1 of  Section  I hereof,  which 
will  be  accepted  at  par.  Any  qualified  depositary  will  be  permitted  to  make  pay- 
ment by  credit  in  its  Treasury  Tax  and  Loan  Account  for  notes  allotted  to 
it  for  itself  and  its  customers  up  to  any  amount  for  which  it  shall  be  qualified 
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in  excess  of  existing  deposits,  when  so  notified  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  its  District.  When  payment  is  made  with  securities  in  bearer  form,  coupons 
dated  May  15,  1968,  should  be  detached  and  cashed  when  due.  When  payment 
is  made  with  registered  securities,  the  final  interest  due  on  May  15,  1968,  will 
be  paid  by  issue  of  interest  checks  in  regular  course  to  holders  of  record  on 
April  15, 1968,  the  date  the  transfer  books  closed. 

V.  ASSIGNMENT  OF  EEGISTEBED  SECURITIES 

1.  Treasury  securities  in  registered  form  tendered  as  deposits  and  in  payment 
for  notes  allotted  hereunder  should  be  assigned  by  the  registered  payees  or 
assignees  thereof,  in  accordance  with  the  general  regulations  of  the  Treasury 
Department,  in  one  of  the  forms  hereafter  set  forth.  Securities  tendered  in 
payment  should  be  surrendered  to  a Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  Branch  or  to  the 
Office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  Washington,  D.C.  20220.  The  matur- 
ing securities  must  be  delivered  at  the  expense  and  risk  of  the  holder.  If  the 
new  notes  are  desired  registered  in  the  same  name  as  the  securities  surrendered, 
the  assignment  should  be  to  “The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  6 percent 
Treasury  Notes  of  Series  C-1969” ; if  the  new  notes  are  desired  registered  in  an- 
other name,  the  assignment  should  be  to  “The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  6 per- 
cent Treasury  Notes  of  Series  C-1969  in  the  name  of ” ; 

if  new  notes  in  coupon  form  are  desired,  the  assignment  should  be  to  “The  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  for  6 percent  Treasury  Notes  of  Series  C-1969  in  coupon 
form  to  be  delivered  to ”. 

VI.  GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

1.  As  fiscal  agents  of  the  United  States,  Federal  Reserve  Banks  are  authorized 
and  requested  to  receive  subscriptions,  to  make  such  allotments  as  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  issue  such  notices  as  may  be  neces- 
sary, to  receive  payment  for  and  make  delivery  of  notes  on  full-paid  subscriptions 
allotted,  and  they  may  issue  interim  receipts  pending  delivery  of  the  definitive 
notes. 

2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  at  any  time,  or  from  time  to  time,  pre- 
scribe supplemental  or  amendatory  rules  and  regulations  governing  the  offer- 
ing, which  will  be  communicated  promptly  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks. 

Henry  H.  Fowler, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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Summary  of  information  pertaining  to  Treasury  notes  issued  during  the  fiscal  year  1968 


to 


Date  of 
prelim- 


Department 

circular 


uidi  y an- 
nounce- 
ment 

No. 

ci 

Date 

1S67 

1967 

July 

26 

7-67 

July 

27  .. 

Aug. 

17 

8-67 

Aug. 

18  .. 

Oct. 

26 

9-67 

Oot. 

26 

Oct. 

25 

10-67 

Oct. 

26 

1968 

1968 

Jan. 

31 

1-68 

Feb. 

1 .. 

Feb. 

8 

2-68 

Feb. 

9 .. 

May 

1 

4-68 

May 

2 

May 

1 

5-68 

May 

2 

Concurrent 

offering 


lCh67 

9-«7 


5-68 

4-68 


Treasury  notes  issued  for  exchange  or  for  cash 


percent  Series  D-1968  issued  at  99.94  for  cash  • 

5H  percent  Series  C-1971  issued  at  99.92  for  cash 

5H  percent  Series  A-1969  issued  at  par  for  cash  » 

5%  percent  Series  A-1974  issued  at  par  for  cash  • 

5^  percent  Series  A-1975  issued  at  par  in  exchange  for; 

5^i  percent  Series  A-1968  notes  maturing  Feb.  15, 1968 
iH  percent  Series  C-1968  notes  maturing  Aug.  15, 1968  ($0.60)  3 
ZH  percent  bonds  maturing  Aug.  15, 1968  ($0.85)  ^ 

5K  percent  Series  D-1968  notes  maturing  Nov.  15, 1968  ($0.15)  * 
Z]4  percent  bonds  maturing  Nov.  15, 19^  ($1.15)  ’ 

percent  Series  B-1969  issued  at  par  for  cash 

6 percent  Series  C-1969  issued  at  par  for  cash  • 

6 percent  Series  B-1975  issued  at  par  in  exchange  for: 

percent  Series  B-1968  notes  maturing  May  15, 1968 
Z]4  percent  bonds  maturing  May  15, 1968 


Allot- 

ment 

Date  payment 
Date  of  Date  of  subscrip-  date  on 
issue  ■ maturity  tion  or  before 
books  (or  on 
closed  later 
allot-, 
ment) 


1967 

1968 

1967 

Aug.  16 

Nov.  15 
1971 

Feb.  15 
1969 
Feb.  15 
mi 
Nov.  15 

July 

31 

Aug.  30 

Aug.  22 

Nov.  15 

Oot. 

30 

Nov.  15 

Oot. 

30 

1968 

1971 

1968 

Feb.  16 

Feb.  15 

Feb. 

7 

1967 


Aug.  16 

Aug.  30 

Nov.  15 

Nov.  15 
1968 

2 Feb.  15 


1969 

Feb.  21  May  15  Feb.  13  Feb.  21 

May  15  Aug.  15  May  8 May  15 

1975 

May  15  May  15  May  8 May  15 


> Holders  of  Treasury  certificates  of  indebtedness,  notes,  or  bonds  maturing  on  the 
issue  date  of  the  new  notes  were  not  offered  preemptive  rights  to  exchange  their  holdings 
for  the  hew  notes.  Payment  for  cash  subscriptions  allotted  could  be  made  in  whole  or 
in  part  by  exchange  of  the  maturing  securities,  which  were  accepted  at  par. 


3 See  Department  Circular  No.  1-68  in  this  exhibit  for  provisions  for  subscription  and 
payment. 

® Amount  per  $100  payable  by  subscribers  exchanging  this  security. 
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Allotments  of  Treasury  notes  issued  during  the  fiscal  year  1968,  by  Federal  Reserve  districts 

[ In  thousands ) 


Federal  Reserve  district 


percent  5H  percent  5%  percent  6^  percent 

Series  D-1968  Series  C-1971  Series  A-1969  Series  A-1974 

notes  ‘ notes  2 notes  » notes  * 


Boston 

New  York 

Philadelphia 

Cleveland 

Richmond 

Atlanta 

Chicago 

St.  Louis 

Minneapolis 

Kansas  City 

Dallas 

San  Francisco 

Treasury 

Total  note  allotments 

Securities  eligible  for  exchange:  Exchanged  in  concurrent  offerings. 


$137,471 

$160, 943 

7, 428,  564 

682, 474 

114,  009 

93, 545 

254, 122 

193, 377 

170,  661 

117, 113 

201, 668 

156, 159 

557, 304 

383,889 

189, 946 

132, 824 

106, 171 

111,  532 

162. 549 

163, 119 

171, 203 

97. 154 

403, 412 

215, 770 

16, 118 

657 

9,913,198  2,508,556 


$150, 544  $77, 509 

8, 831, 472  685, 690 

124, 526  35, 254 

200, 903  65, 761 

103, 425  45, 369 

144, 337  79, 479 

388,628  210,948 

155, 692  77, 110 

87,446  43,981 

120, 539  95, 311 

116.460  46,987 

298, 521  184, 980 

15, 068  3, 352 


10, 737, 561  1, 651, 731 


Total  exchanged 

Not  submitted  for  exchange. 


Total  securities  eligible  for  exchange. 


Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Allotments  of  Treasury  notes  issued  during  the  fiscal  year  1968^  by  Federal  Reserve  districts — Continued 

(In  thousands] 


percent  Series  A-1975  notes  issued  in  exchange  for  3 — 


Federal  Keservc  district 


percent  4)4  percent 
Series  A-1968  Series  C-1968 
Treasui-y  Treasury 
notes  maturing  notes  maturing 
Feb.  15. 1968  Aug.  15, 1968 


3K  percent  5)4  percent 
Treasury  Series  D-1968 

bonds  of  1968  Treasury 
maturing  notes  maturing 
Aug.  15, 1968  Nov.  15, 1968 


3)4  percent 
Treasury 

bonds  of  1968  Total  issued 
maturing 
Nov.  15, 1968 


Boston - $41,841 

New  York 1,679,786 

Philadelphia 36,233 

Cleveland 48,8^ 

Richmond 20,237 

Atlanta - 36,328 

C hicago — 109, 956 

St.  Louis - - - 56,600 

Minneapolis 24, 997 

Kansas  City.. - 32,939 

Dallas - - - - 43,640 

San  Francisco 30,533 

Treasui*y - 9,319 


$15, 007 
211, 146 
17,  560 
47, 064 
10, 987 
15,927 
94,516 
34,967 
10,  342 

11.428 

10.428 
25, 749 

2,104 


$24,613  $39,286 

447,398  392,674 

29,189  30,701 

49,782  52,382 

18,4-24  12,950 

28, 500  31, 606 

170,874  137,709 

39, 784  39, 629 

44,891  29,960 

34, 763  35, 133 

23, 720  41, 681 

93,402  79,460 

102,099  5,966 


$22, 566  $143, 313 

139,011  2,870,015 

8,204  121,887 

25,947  224,060 

9,476  72,074 

15,486  127,847 

99,922  612,977 

19, 158  190, 138 

16, 639  126, 829 

21, 221  135, 484 

15, 614  134, 983 

34, 085  263, 229 

6, 119  125, 607 


Total  note  allotments — 2,171,294  507,225  1,107,439  929,137  433,348  5,148,443 

Securities  eligible  for  exchange:  Exchanged  in  concurrent  offerings... 


Total  exchanged 

2,171,294 

463,535 

507,225 
5, 936,  487 

1, 107,  439 
2,  639, 920 

929, 137 
8, 984, 061 

433, 348 
1, 158, 086 

5, 148, 443 
19, 182, 089 

Total  securities  eligible  for  exchange 

2,634,829 

6, 443,  712 

3,  747, 359 

9, 913, 198 

1,591, 434 

24, 330,  532 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Alloimenis  of  Treasury  notes  issued  during  the  fiscal  year  1968^  by  Federal  Reserve  districts — Continued 

[In  thousands] 


Federal  Reserve  district 


6 percent  Series  B-1975  notes  issued  in 
exchange  for  3 — 


5^  percent 
Series  B-1969 
notes  < 


6 percent 
Series  C-1969 
notes  * 


4^  percent 
Series  B-1968 
Treasury  notes 
maturing 
May  15, 1968 


ZVi  percent 
Treasury 
bonds  of  1968 
maturing 
May  15, 1968 


Total  issued 


Boston 

New  York 

Philadelphia 

Cleveland 

Richmond 

Atlanta 

Chicago 

St.  Louis 

Minneapolis 

Kansas  City 

Dallas 

San  Francisco 

Treasury 

Total  note  allotments. 

Securities  eligible  for  exchange:  Exchanged  in  concurrent  ofierings 

Total  exchanged 

Not  submitted  for  exchange 


$211, 826 

$194, 030 

$41, 646 

$42,  551 

$84, 197 

1,218, 954 

943,  574 

4, 3.57, 210 

991,018 

5, 348, 228 

168, 361 

166,  514 

33, 750 

59, 058 

92, 808 

308, 760 

243,  503 

44, 676 

68, 929 

113, 605 

199, 246 

159,016 

18, 338 

33, 226 

51,564 

252, 658 

197,  366 

66, 666 

44, 633 

111,299 

658, 431 

516, 904 

236, 052 

172, 731 

408, 783 

202, 241 

166, 916 

56, 493 

60, 181 

116, 674 

125, 541 

100, 682 

20, 299 

31, 800 

52, 099 

173, 943 

163, 833 

31,164 

61, 774 

92, 938 

142, 931 

118, 830 

19, 350 

36,471 

55, 821 

613, 564 

389, 404 

149, 725 

71, 643 

221,368 

801 

5,515 

6, 439 

4, 164 

10, 603 

4,277, 257 

3, 366, 087 

5, 081, 808 

1, 678, 179 

6, 759, 987 

5,081,808  1,678,179  6,759,987 

505, 034  781, 752  1, 286, 786 


Total  securities  eligible  for  exchange. 


5, 586, 842  2, 459, 931  8, 046, 773 


^ Subscriptions  from  States,  political  subdivisions  or  instrumentalities 
thereof,  public  pension  and  retirement  and  other  public  funds,  inter- 
national organizations  in  which  the  United  States  holds  membership, 
foreign  central  banks  and  foreign  states,  Government  inves-tment  ac- 
counts, and  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  were  allotted  in  full  up  to  the 
amount  that  the  subscriber  certified  that  it  owned  a like  amount  of 
maturing  securities  that  could  be  used  in  payment  for  the  notes.  All 
subscriptions  for  $100,000  or  less  were  allotted  in  full.  Other  subscrip- 
tions were  allotted  as  follows : 35  percent  for  the  notes  of  Series  D-1968, 
36  percent  for  the  notes  of  Series  A-1969,  and  7%  percent  for  the  notes 
of  Series  A-1974,  but  not  less  than  $100,000  to  any  1 subscriber. 


" Subscriptions  for  $100,000  or  less  were  allotted  in  full.  Other  sub- 
scriptions were  allotted  38  percent  but  with  a minimum  allotment  of 
$100,000  to  any  1 subscriber. 

® All  subscriptions  were  allotted  in  full. 

* Subscriptions  for  $200,000  or  less  were  allotted  in  full.  Other  sub- 
scriptions were  allotted  39  percent  but  with  a minimum  allotment  oC 
$200,000  to  any  1 subscriber. 

® Subscriptions  for  $100,000  or  less  were  allotted  in  full.  Other  sub- 
scriptions were  allotted  28  percent  but  with  a minimum  allotment  of 
$100,000  to  any  1 subscriber.  ^ 

C71 
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Treasury  Bills  Ofifered  and  Tenders  Accepted 
Exhibit  2.— Treasury  bills 

During  the  fiscal  year  there  were  52  weekly  issues  of  13-week  and  26-week 
bills  (the  13-week  bills  represent  additional  issues  of  bills  with  an  original 
maturity  of  26  weeks),  11  monthly  issues  of  one-year  and  9-month  bills  (the 
9-month  bills  represent  additional  issues  of  bills  with  an  original  maturity  of 
one  year),  and  5 issues  of  tax  anticipation  series.  Two  press  releases  inviting 
tenders  are  reproduced  in  this  exhibit.  The  release  of  June  5,  1968,  is  representa- 
tive of  releases  for  regular  weekly  and  regular  monthly  issues  while  the  re- 
lease of  January  3,  1968,  is  representative  of  tax  anticipation  series  issues. 
Also  reproduced  is  the  press  release  of  June  10,  1968,  which  is  representative 
of  releases  announcing  the  results  of  the  offerings.  Following  the  press  releases 
is  a table  of  data  for  each  issue  issued  during  the  fiscal  year. 

PRESS  RELEASE  OF  JUNE  5,  1968 

The  Treasury  Department,  by  this  public  notice,  invites  tenders  for  two 
series  of  Treasury  bills  to  the  aggregate  amount  of  $2,700,000,000  or  thereabouts, 
for  cash  and  in  exchange  for  Treasury  bills  maturing  June  13,  1968,  in  the 
amount  of  $2,600,476,000,  as  follows: 

91-day  bills  (to  maturity  date)  to  be  issued  June  13,  1968,  in  the  amount  of 
$1,600,000,000,  or  thereabouts,  representing  an  additional  amount  of  bills  dated 
March  14, 1968,  and  to  mature  September  12, 1968,  originally  issued  in  the  amount 
of  $1,000,290,000,  the  additional  and  original  bills  to  be  freely  interchangeable. 

182-day  bills,  for  $1,100,000,000,  or  thereabouts,  to  be  dated  June  13,  1968, 
and  to  mature  December  12, 1968. 

The  bills  of  tooth  series  will  be  issued  on  a discount  basis  under  competitive 
and  noncompetitive  bidding  as  hereinafter  provided,  and  at  maturity  their  face 
amount  will  be  pa,yable  without  interest.  They  will  be  issued  in  bearer  form 
only,  and  in  denominations  of  $1,000,  $5,000,  $10,000,  $50,000,  $100,000,  $500,000 
and  $1,000,000  (maturity  value). 

Tenders  will  be  received  at  Federal  Reserve  Banks  and  Branches  up  to  the 
closing  hour,  1 :30  p.m.,  eastern  daylight  saving  time,  Monday,  June  10,  1968. 
Tenders  will  not  be  received  at  the  Treasury  Department,  Washington.  Each 
tender  must  be  for  an  even  multiple  of  $1,000,  and  in  the  case  of  competitive 
tenders  the  price  offered  must  be  expressed  on  the  basis  of  100,  with  not  more 
than  three  decimals,  e.g.,  99.925.  Fractions  may  not  be  used.  It  is  urged  that 
tenders  be  made  on  the  printed  forms  and  forwarded  in  the  special  envelopes 
which  will  be  supplied  by  Federal  Reserve  Banks  or  Branches  on  application 
therefor. 

Banking  institutions  generally  may  submit  tenders  for  account  of  customers 
provided  the  names  of  the  customers  are  set  forth  in  such  tenders.  Others  than 
banking  institutions  will  not  be  permitted  to  submit  tenders  except  for  their 
own  account.  Tenders  will  be  received  without  deposit  from  incorporated  banks 
and  trust  companies  and  from  responsible  and  recognized  dealers  in  investment 
securities.  Tenders  from  others  must  be  accompanied  by  payment  of  2 percent 
of  the  face  amount  of  Treasury  bills  applied  for,  unless  the  tenders  are  ac- 
companied by  an  express  guaranty  of  payment  by  an  incorporated  bank  or  trust 
company. 

Immediately  after  the  closing  hour,  tenders  will  he  opened  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Banks  and  Branches,  following  which  public  announcement  will  be 
made  by  the  Treasury  Department  of  the  amount  and  price  range  of  accepted 
bids.  Those  submitting  tenders  will  be  advised  of  the  acceptance  or  rejection 
thereof.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  expressly  reserves  the  right  to  accept  or 
reject  any  or  all  tenders,  in  whole  or  in  part,  and  his  action  in  any  such  respect 
shall  be  final.  Subject  to  these  reservations,  noncompetitive  tenders  for  each  issue 
for  $200,000  or  less  without  stated  price  from  any  one  bidder  will  be  accepted  in 
full  at  the  average  price  (in  three  decimals)  of  accepted  competitive  bids  for  the 
respective  issues.  Settiement  for  accepted  tenders  in  accordance  with  the  bids 
must  be  made  or  completed  at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  on  June  13, 1968,  in  cash 
or  other  immediately  available  funds  or  in  a like  face  amount  of  Treasury  bills 
maturing  June  13,  1968.  Cash  and  exchange  tenders  will  receive  equal  treatment. 
Cash  adjustments  will  be  made  for  differences  between  the  par  value  of  maturing 
bills  accepted  in  exchange  and  the  issue  price  of  the  new  bills. 
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The  income  derived  from  Treasury  bills,  whether  interest  or  gain  from  the  sale 
or  other  disposition  of  the  bills,  does  not  'have  any  exemption,  as  such,  and  loss 
from  the  sale  or  other  disposition  of  Treasury  bills  does  not  have  any  special 
treatment,  as  such,  under  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954.  The  bills  are 
subject  to  estate,  inheritance,  gift  or  other  excise  taxes,  whether  Federal  or 
State,  but  are  exempt  from  all  taxation  now  or  hereafter  imposed  on  the  principal 
or  interest  thereof  by  any  State,  or  any  of  the  possessions  of  the  United  States, 
or  'by  any  local  taxing  authority.  For  purposes  of  taxation  the  amount  of  discount 
at  which  Treasury  bills  are  originally  sold  by  the  United  States  is  considered  to 
be  interest.  Under  sections  454(b)  and  1221(5)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954  the  amount  of  discount  at  vpbich  bills  issued  hereunder  are  sold  is  not  consid- 
ered to  accrue  until  such  bills  are  sold,  redeemed  O'r  otherwise  disposed  of,  and 
such  bills  are  excluded  from  consideration  as  capital  assets.  Accordingly,  the 
owner  of  Treasury  bills  (other  than  life  insurance  companies)  issued  hereunder 
need  include  in  his  income  tax  return  only  the  difference  between  the  price  paid 
for  such  bills,  whether  on  original  issue  or  on  subsequent  purchase,  and  the 
amount  actually  received  either  upon  sale  or  redemption  at  maturity  during 
the  taxable  year  for  which  the  return  is  made,  as  ordinary  gain  or  loss. 

Treasury  Department  Circular  No.  418  (current  revision)  and  this  notice 
prescribe  the  terms  of  the  Treasury  bills  and  govern  the  conditions  of  their  issue. 
Copies  of  the  circular  may  be  obtained  from  any  Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  Branch. 


PRESS  RELEASE  OF  JANUARY  3,  1968 

The  Treasury  Department,  by  this  public  notice,  invites  tenders  for  $2,500,- 
000,000,  or  thereabouts,  of  161-day  Treasury  bills  (to  maturity  date),  to  be 
issued  January  15, 1968,  on  a discount  basis  under  competitive  and  noncompetitive 
bidding  as  hereinafter  provided.  The  bills  of  this  series  will  be  designated  Tax 
Anticipation  Series  and  represent  an  additional  amount  of  bills  dated  October  9, 
1967,  to  mature  June  24,  1968,  originally  issued  in  the  amount  of  $3,005,517,000. 
The  additional  and  original  'bills  will  be  freely  interchangeable.  They  will  be 
accepted  at  face  value  in  pa.yment  of  income  taxes  due  on  June  15, 1968,  and  to 
the  extent  they  are  hot  presented  for  this  pui-pose  the  face  amount  of  these  bills 
will  be  payable  without  interest  at  maturity.  Taxpayers  desiring  to  apply  these 
bills  in  payment  of  June  15, 1968,  income  taxes  may  submit  the  bills  to  a Federal 
Reserve  Bank  or  Branch  or  to  the  Office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States, 
Washington,  not  more  than  15  days  before  that  date.  In  the  case  of  bills  sub- 
mitted in  payment  of  income  taxes  of  a corporation  they  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
duly  completed  Form  503  and  the  office  receiving  these  items  will  effect  the  deposit 
on  June  15,  1968.  In  the  case  of  bills  submitted  in  payment  of  income  taxes  of  all 
other  taxpayers,  the  office  receiving  the  bills  will  issue  receipts  therefor,  the  orig- 
inal of  which  the  taxpayer  ishall  submit  on  or 'before  June  15, 1968,  to  the  District 
Director  of  Internal  Revenue  for  the  District  in  which  such  taxes  are  payable. 
The  bills  will  be  issued  in  bearer  form  only,  and  in  denominations  of  $1,000, 
$5,000,  $10,000,  $50,000,  $100,000,  $500,000,  and  $1,000,000  (maturity  value). 

Tenders  will  be  received  at  Federal  Reserve  Banks  and  Branches  up  to  the 
closing  hour,  1 : 30  p.m.,  eastern  standard  time,  Tuesday,  January  9, 1968.  Tenders 
will  not  be  received  at  the  Treasury  Department,  Washington.  Each  tender  must 
be  for  an  even  multiple  of  $1,000,  and  in  the  case  of  competitive  tenders  the  price 
offered  must  be  expressed  on  the  basis  of  100,  with  not  mere  than  three  decimals, 
e.g.,  99.925.  Fractions  may  not  be  used.  It  is  urged  that  tenders  be  made  on  the 
printed  forms  and  forwarded  in  the  special  envelopes  which  will  be  supplied  by 
Federal  Reserve  Banks  or  Branches  on  application  therefor. 

Banking  institutions  generally  may  submit  tenders  for  account  of  customers 
provided  the  names  of  the  customers  are  set  forth  in  such  tenders.  Others  than 
banking  institutions  will  not  be  permitted  to  submit  tenders  except  for  their  own 
account.  Tenders  will  'be  received  without  deposit  from  incorporated  banks  and 
trust  companies  and  from  responsible  and  recognized  dealers  in  investment  securi- 
ties. Tenders  from  others  must  be  accompanied  by  payment  of  2 percent  of  the 
face  amount  of  Treasury  bills  applied  for,  unless  the  tenders  are  accompanied  by 
an  express  guaranty  of  payment  by  an  incorporated  bank  or  trust  company. 

All  bidders  are  required  to  agree  not  to  purchase  or  to  sell,  or  to  make  any 
agreements  with  respect  to  the  purchase  or  sale  or  other  disposition  of  any  bills 
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of  this  issue  at  a specific  rate  or  price,  until  after  1 :30  p.m.,  eastern  standard 
time,  Tuesday,  January  9, 1968. 

Immediately  after  the  closing  hour,  tenders  will  be  opened  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Banks  and  Branches,  following  which  public  announcement  will  he 
made  by  the  Treasury  Department  of  the  amount  and  price  range  of  accepted 
bids.  Those  submitting  tenders  will  be  advised  of  the  acceptance  or  rejection 
thereof.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  expressly  reserves  the  right  to  accept  or 
reject  any  or  all  tenders,  in  whole  or  in  part,  and  his  action  in  any  such  respect 
shall  be  final.  Subject  to  these  reservations,  noncompetitive  tenders  for  $400,000 
or  less  without  stated  price  from  any  one  bidder  will  be  accepted  in  full  at  the 
average  price  (in  three  decimals)  of  accepted  competitive  bids.  Payment  of 
accepted  tenders  at  the  prices  offered  must  be  made  or  completed  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  in  cash  or  other  immediately  available  funds  on  January  15,  1968, 
provided,  however,  any  qualified  depositar.y  will  be  permitted  to  make  payment 
by  credit  in  its  Treasury  tax  and  loan  account  for  Treasury  bills  allotted  to  it 
for  itself  and  its  customers  up  to  any  amount  for  which  it  shall  be  qualified  in 
excess  of  existing  deposits  when  so  notified  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  its 
District. 

The  income  derived  from  Treasury  bills,  whether  interest  or  gain  from  the  sale 
or  other  disposition  of  the  bills,  does  not  have  any  exemption,  as  such,  and  loss 
from  the  sale  or  other  disposition  of  Treasury  bills  does  not  have  any  special 
treatment,  as  such,  under  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954.  The  bills  are  sub- 
ject to  estate,  inheritance,  gift  or  other  excise  taxes.  Whether  Federal  or  State, 
but  are  exempt  from  all  taxation  now  or  hereafter  imposed  on  the  principal  or 
interest  thereof  by  any  State,  or  any  of  the  possessions  of  the  United  States,  or 
by  any  local  taxing  authority.  For  purposes  of  taxation  the  amount  of  discount 
at  which  Tr-easury  bills  are  originally  sold  by  the  United  States  is  considered 
to  be  interest.  Under  sections  454(b)  and  1221(5)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954  the  amount  of  discount  at  which  bills  issued  hereunder  are  sold  is  not 
considered  to  accrue  until  such  bills  are  sold,  redeemed  or  otherwise  disposed  of, 
and  such  bills  are  excluded  from  consideration  as  capital  assets.  Accordingly,  the 
owner  of  Treasury  bills  (other  than  life  insurance  companies)  issued  hereunder 
need  include  in  his  income  tax  return  only  the  difference  between  the  price  paid 
for  such  bills,  whether  on  original  issue  or  on  subsequent  purchase,  and  the 
amount  actually  received  either  upon  sale  or  redemption  at  maturity  during  the 
taxable  year  for  which  the  return  is  made,  as  ordinary  gain  or  loss. 

Treasury  Department  Circular  No.  418  (current  revision)  and  this  notice, 
prescribe  the  terms  of  the  Treasury  bills  and  govern  the  conditions  of  their  issue. 
Copies  of  the  circular  may  be  Obtained  from  any  Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  Branch. 


PRESS  RELEASE  OF  JUNE  10,  1968 

The  Treasury  Department  announced  that  the  tenders  for  two  series  of  Treas- 
ury bills,  one  series  to  be  an  additional  issue  of  the  bills  dated  March  14,  1968, 
and  the  other  series  to  be  dated  June  13,  1968,  which  were  offered  on  June  5, 
1968,  were  opened  at  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  today.  Tenders  were  invited  for 
$1,6(10,000,000,  or  tliereabouts,  of  91-day  biils  and  for  $1,100,000,000,  or  there- 
abouts, of  182-day  bills.  The  details  of  the  two  series  are  as  follows ; 


Kaiige  of  accepted  competitive  bids 


91-day  Treasury  biUs  182-day  Treasury  bills 

maturing  Sept.  12,  1968  maturing  Dec.  12,  1968 


App^oximate 

Price  equivalent  Price 
annual  rate 


Approximate 
equivalent 
annual  rate 


Percent  Percent 

High >98.669  5.661  97.088  5.760 

Low *98.552  5.728  3 97.067  5.802 

Average 98. 566  < 5. 713  97. 073  « 5. 790 


1 Excepting  5 tenders  totaling  $500,000. 

2 69  percent  of  the  amount  of  91-day  bills  bid  for  at  the  low  price  was  accepted. 

3 47  percent  of  the  amount  of  182-day  bills  bid  for  at  the  low  price  was  accepted. 

* These  rates  are  on  a bani:  discount  basis.  The  equivalent  coupon  issue  yields  are  5.88  percent  for  the 
91-day  bills,  and  6.05  percent  for  the  182-day  bills. 
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Total  tenders  applied  for  and  accepted  by  Federal  Reserve  districts 


District  Applied  for  Accepted  Applied  for  Accepted 


Boston 

New  York 

Philadelphia.. 

Cleveland 

Richmond 

Atlanta 

Chicago 

St.  Louis 

Minneapolis... 
Kansas  City.. 

Dallas 

San  Francisco. 


$20,826,000 

1, 774, 081, 000 

28.070.000 

48.321. 000 

15.689.000 

43.336.000 

372. 211. 000 

43. 127.000 

21. 642. 000 

43. 832. 000 

23. 598. 000 

193.390.000 


$10,826,000 

1, 095,211, 000 

21. 070. 000 

40. 321. 000 

14. 689. 000 

36.336. 000 

191,231, 000 

33.424. 000 

19. 565. 000 

37. 832. 000 

15.598. 000 

84. 269. 000 


$3, 143, 000 

1, 326, 213, 000 

19. 637. 000 

31. 865. 000 

6, 038, 000 

29. 821. 000 

328. 059. 000 

23. 699. 000 

16. 064. 000 

20. 183. 000 

17. 828. 000 

218. 513. 000 


$2, 143, 000 

819. 563. 000 

11. 637. 000 

18. 815. 000 

4. 038. 000 

18. 994. 000 

117. 559. 000 

13. 999. 000 

14. 064. 000 

13. 183. 000 

9. 828. 000 

56. 313. 000 


Total. 


2,628,123,000  1 1,600,372,000  2,041,063,000  2 1,100,136,000 


1 Includes  $277,907,000  noncompetitive  tenders  accepted  at  the  average  price  of  98.556. 

2 Includes  $130,718,000  noncompetitive  tenders  accepted  at  the  average  price  of  97.073. 


318-223—69 12 
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Ox 

O 


[Dollar  amounts  in  thousands] 


Maturity  value 

Prices  and  rates 

Amount 
maturing 
on  issue 
date  of 
new 
offering 

Date  of  Date  of 

issue  maturity 

Days  to 
maturity  * 

Tenders  accepted 

Total  bids  accepted 

Competitive  bids  accepted 

Total 

apj)lied 

Total 

accepted 

On 

competi- 

tive 

basis 

On  non- 
competi- 
tive 
basis 

Average  Equiva- 
For  In  price  lent 

cash  exchange  per  average 

hundred  rate 

(percent)  1 

High 

Low  ' 

Price.  Equiva-  Price  Equiva- 

per  lent  rate  per  lent  rate 

lundred  (percent)  hundred  (percent) 

REGULAB  WEEKLY 

1967 


July 


Aug. 


.Sept. 


6 

Oct.  6, 

1967 

91 

$1,989,207 

$1,301,502 

$1, 073, 102 

$228,400 

$1,012,668 

$288, 834 

98. 918 

4.279 

2 98. 958 

4. 122 

98.890 

4. 391 

$1, 301, 040 

6 

Jan.  4, 

1968 

182 

1, 699, 442 

1, 000, 092 

895, 148 

104,944 

767,314 

232,778 

97. 616 

4. 716 

97. 700 

4. 549 

97, 565 

4.816 

1, 001, 157 

13 

Oct.  13, 

1967 

92 

2, 206, 559 

1, 400, 319 

1, 100, 726 

299,593 

1,236,200 

164, 119 

98. 905 

4.286 

98. 918 

4. 234 

98.899 

4. 308 

1, 301, 306 

13 

Jan.  11, 

1968 

182 

1,646,244 

1, 000, 444 

853, 783 

146, 661 

861, 417 

139, 027 

97, 630 

4.689 

97. 652 

4. 644 

97. 605 

4.737 

1, 000,205 

20 

Oct.  19, 

1967 

91 

2, 404, 610 

1, 400, 893 

1,131,516 

269,377 

1, 072, 490 

328, 403 

98. 927 

4. 244 

2 98. 933 

4. 221 

98. 924 

4. 257 

1, 300, 505 

20 

Jan.  18, 

1968 

182 

1, 867, 034 

1, 000, 696 

870,925 

129,771 

772,089 

228,607 

97.601 

4.  745 

97. 614 

4. 720 

97. 594 

4.759 

1, 000, 906 

27 

Oct.  26, 

1967 

91 

2, 366, 059 

1, 400, 678 

1, 150,316 

250,362 

1, 124, 212 

276, 466 

98. 882 

4. 424 

98.916 

4. 288 

98. 874 

4.455 

1,300,868 

27 

Jan.  25, 

1968 

182 

2, 029, 634 

1, 000, 293 

880,  627 

119,666 

746, 159 

254, 134 

97. 450 

5.  044 

2 97. 470 

5. 004 

97. 428 

5.087 

999, 932 

3 

Nov.  2, 

1967 

91 

2, 367,793 

1, 404, 964 

1, 178, 178 

226,786 

999,161 

405,803 

98. 943 

4. 181 

98. 956 

4. 130 

98. 941 

4. 189 

1, 300, 949 

3 

Feb.  1, 

1968 

182 

2, 019, 129 

1, 000, 357 

869, 009 

131,348 

798, 578 

201, 779 

97. 655 

4. 639 

97. 674 

4. 601 

97. 647 

4.654 

1, 002, 103 

10 

Nov.  9, 

1967 

91 

2,  422, 299 

1, 400, 251 

1, 166,275 

233,976 

1, 251, 551 

148,700 

98. 945 

4. 173 

98. 956 

4. 130 

98. 934 

4.217 

1,301, 014 

10 

Feb.  8, 

1968 

182 

1, 980, 610 

1,  000, 492 

874, 415 

126, 077 

838, 124 

162,368 

97. 595 

4. 757 

97. 610 

4. 727 

97. 578 

4.791 

1, 000, 116 

17 

Nov.  16, 

1967 

91 

2, 347, 546 

1, 399, 765 

1, 166, 568 

233, 197 

1, 159, 777 

239,988 

98. 940 

4. 194 

98. 948 

4. 162 

98. 934 

4. 217 

1, 300, 565 

17 

Feb.  15, 

1968 

182 

1, 979, 945 

1, 000, 569 

868, 866 

131,703 

836, 719 

163,850 

97. 578 

4. 791 

97.588 

4. 771 

97. 568 

4. 811 

1,001,414 

24 

Nov.  24, 

1967 

92 

2, 232, 607 

1, 401, 656 

1, 192, 017 

209, 639 

1, 091,888 

309,768 

98. 892 

4. 334 

2 98. 905 

4. 285 

98.884 

4. 370 

1, 299, 969 

24 

Feb.  23, 

1968 

183 

2, 023, 049 

1, 001, 494 

875, 015 

126, 479 

821,282 

180,212 

97. 498 

4.922 

97. 524 

4. 871 

97. 489 

4. 940 

1, 000, 119 

31 

Nov.  30, 

1967 

91 

2, 367, 239 

1, 400, 443 

1, 177,  049 

223,394 

1, 091, 125 

309,318 

98. 865 

4. 492 

98. 871 

4. 466 

98. 861 

4. 506 

1, 300, 390 

31 

Feb.  29, 

1968 

182 

2, 195, 568 

1,001, 441 

870,818 

130,623 

869, 559 

131, 882 

97. 475 

4.994 

97. 484 

4. 977 

97. 472 

5. 000 

1, 004, 485 

7 

Dec.  7, 

1967 

91 

2, 678, 904 

1,400,911 

1, 199, 280 

201, 631 

1,211,849 

189, 062 

98. 907 

4. 324 

98. 912 

4. 304 

98. 904 

4. 336 

1, 300, 021 

7 

Mar.  7, 

1968 

182 

1, 633, 476 

1, 001,208 

892, 523 

108,685 

868,080 

133, 128 

97. 591 

4. 765 

97. 604 

4. 739 

97. 572 

4. 803 

1, 000, 488 

14 

Dec.  14, 

1967 

91 

2, 162, 113 

1,  400,  501 

1, 146, 824 

253,677 

1, 120, 497 

280, 004 

98.898 

4. 358 

2 98. 906 

4. 328 

98.891 

4. 387 

1, 300, 002 

14 

Mar.  14, 

1968 

182 

1, 793, 449 

1, 000,  527 

856, 033 

144, 494 

795, 949 

204, 578 

97. 497 

4. 952 

97. 510 

4. 925 

97.  490 

4. 965 

1, 001, 557 

21 

Dec.  21, 

1967 

91 

2, 004, 219 

1, 399, 965 

1, 140, 000 

259, 965 

1,052,721 

347, 244 

98.865 

4. 489 

2 98. 875 

4.  451 

98. 856 

4.  526 

1, 299, 958 

21 

Mar.  21, 

1968 

182 

1, 810, 313 

1, 000, 249 

857, 780 

142, 469 

764, 780 

235,469 

97. 473 

4. 998 

97.  490 

4.  965 

97.  462 

5. 020 

1,000, 191 

28 

Dec.  28, 

1967 

91 

2, 821, 455 

1, 401, 154 

1, 181, 532 

219, 622 

1, 016, 122 

385,032 

98. 830 

4. 628 

2 98. 834 

4. 613 

98.827 

4.  640 

1, 300, 206 

28 

Mar.  28, 

1968 

182 

1, 844, 720 

1, 000, 271 

866, 426 

133,845 

757,139 

243, 132 

97. 400 

5. 143 

97.  406 

5. 131 

97. 394 

5.155 

1, 000, 402 
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ms 


Oct. 

5 

Jan. 

4 

91 

2, 064, 675 

1, 400, 631 

1, 173, 460 

227, 171 

1,071,492 

329, 139 

98. 859 

4.513 

2 98. 868 

4. 478 

98. 852 

4. 542 

1, 301, 502 

5 

Apr. 

4 

182 

1, 907, 210 

1, 000, 305 

852, 033 

148,272 

777, 662 

222, 643 

97. 427 

5. 089 

2 97. 440 

5. 064 

97. 418 

5. 107 

1, 000, 743 

13 

Jan. 

11 

90 

2, 183, 088 

1, 501, 302 

1, 253, 047 

248,255 

1, 192, 953 

308,349 

98. 859 

4.563 

98. 870 

4. 520 

98.852 

4. 592 

1, 400, 319 

13 

Apr. 

11 

181 

1, 892, 102 

1, 000, 840 

838,865 

161,975 

817, 153 

183,687 

97. 475 

5. 022 

97. 491 

4. 990 

97.467 

5. 038 

1, 000, 657 

19 

Jan. 

18 

91 

2,  452,235 

1, 500, 372 

1, 267, 689 

232,683 

1,237,294 

263,078 

98. 818 

4. 678 

98. 827 

4.640 

98. 808 

4.716 

1, 400, 893 

19 

Apr. 

18 

182 

2, 006,089 

1, 000, 119 

848, 244 

151,875 

856,704 

143, 415 

97. 389 

5.165 

2 97. 403 

5. 137 

97. 376 

5. 190 

1,000,.713 

26 

Jan. 

25 

91 

2, 756, 896 

1, 501, 091 

1,259, 860 

241,231 

1, 139, 587 

361, 504 

98. 838 

4. 597 

98.841 

4.585 

98.836 

4. 605 

1, 400, 678 

26 

Apr. 

25 

182 

1, 964, 467 

1, 000, 763 

861, 617 

139, 146 

758,861 

241,902 

97. 409 

5. 124 

97. 421 

5. 101 

97. 402 

5. 139 

1, 000, 257 

Nov. 

2 

Feb. 

1 

91 

2, 285, 747 

1, 501,073 

1, 290, 371 

210, 702 

1, 065, 956 

435, 117 

98. 852 

4.543 

98. 860 

4. 510 

98.848 

4. 557 

1, 404, 964 

2 

May 

2 

182 

1, 911,495 

999, 896 

873,877 

126,019 

747,041 

252,855 

97. 450 

5. 043 

97. 453 

5. 038 

97.442 

5. 060 

1, 000, 332 

9 

Feb. 

8 

91 

2, 381, 611 

1, 501, 475 

1, 279, 136 

222,339 

1,245,360 

256, 115 

98. 819 

4. 674 

2 98. 827 

• 4,640 

98. 814 

4.692 

1, 400, 251 

9 

May 

9 

182 

1, 756, 777 

1, 000, 647 

867,320 

133,327 

767,294 

233,353 

97. 381 

5. 180 

97. 406 

5.131 

97.369 

5. 204 

1, 000, 103 

16 

Feb. 

15 

91 

2,  628,  447 

1, 500, 890 

1,272,740 

228, 150 

1,293, 407 

207, 483 

98. 825 

4. 648 

98.834 

4. 613 

98.822 

4. 660 

1, 399, 765 

16 

May 

16 

182 

1, 651, 536 

999, 947 

851, 448 

148,499 

826,606 

173,341 

97. 394 

5. 154 

97. 411 

5. 121 

97.382 

5.178 

1, 000, 647 

24 

Feb. 

23 

91 

3, 037, 513 

1, 499, 996 

1, 300, 379 

199,617 

1, 159, 517 

340, 479 

98. 739 

4.988 

98. 751 

4.941 

98. 735 

5. 004 

1,401,656 

24 

May 

23 

181 

2, 289, 430 

1, 000, 010 

877, 927 

122,083 

748,003 

252, 007 

97. 226 

5.517 

2 97.255 

5.460 

97.204 

5. 561 

1, 000, 329 

30 

Feb. 

29 

91 

2, 705, 385 

1, 502, 081 

1, 283, 103 

218, 978 

1,065,018 

437,063 

98. 747 

4. 957 

98. 752 

4. 937 

98. 743 

4. 973 

1, 400, 443 

30 

May 

31 

183 

2, 146, 459 

1, 002, 582 

872, 934 

129,648 

747, 221 

255, 361 

97. 186 

5.535 

97.206 

5.496 

97. 182 

5. 544 

1, 000, 993 

Dec. 

7 

Mar. 

7 

91 

2, 761, 841 

1, 500, 259 

1, 284. 087 

216, 172 

1,  111,  547 

388,712 

98. 739 

4.988 

98.  746 

4. 961 

98. 736 

5.000 

1,400, 911 

7 

June 

6 

182 

2, 415, 777 

1, 000, 639 

866, 795 

133,844 

766,066 

234, 573 

97. 179 

5.579 

97. 190 

5. 558 

97. 174 

5.590 

1, 000, 625 

14 

Mar. 

14- 

91 

2, 489, 201 

1, 500, 933 

1, 263, 069 

237,864 

1, 183, 825 

317, 108 

98. 751 

4.943 

2 98. 758 

4.913 

98. 746 

4. 961 

1, 400, 501 

14 

June 

13 

182 

1, 974, 019 

1, 000, 357 

840,084 

160,273 

833,532 

166,825 

97. 223 

5. 493 

2 97. 238 

5. 463 

97. 215 

5. 509 

1, 000, 134 

21 

Mar. 

21 

91 

2, 729, 619 

1, 506, 307 

1, 292, 034 

214,273 

1, 176, 426 

329,881 

98. 704 

5.128 

98. 723 

5.052 

98. 696 

5.159 

1, 399, 965 

21 

June 

20 

182 

2, 304, 214 

1, 006, 112 

864,303 

141,809 

675,007 

331, 105 

97. 139 

5. 659 

2 97. 189 

5. 560 

97. 131 

5.675 

1, 000, 050 

28 

Mar. 

28 

91 

2, 450, 629 

1, 502, 159 

1, 287, 261 

214,898 

1, 156, 264 

345, 895 

98. 739 

4. 990 

98. 748 

4.953 

98. 730 

5.024 

1,401, 154 

2$ 

June 

27 

182 

2, 062, 908 

1, 003, 266 

849, 686 

153,580 

759, 166 

244, 100 

97. 212 

5.515 

2 97. 224 

5. 491 

97. 201 

5.536 

1, 000, 439 

1968 


Jan. 

4 

Apr. 

4 

91 

2, 376, 751 

1,501, 231 

1, 285, 229 

216,002 

1, 104,513 

396, 718 

98. 710 

5. 104 

98. 722 

5. 066 

98. 700 

5. 143 

1, 400, 631 

4 

July 

5 

183 

2, 053, 179 

1, 001, 047 

874, 579 

126, 468 

758, 476 

242,571 

97. 157 

6. 593 

97. 168 

5. 571 

97. 146 

5.614 

1, 000, 092 

11 

Apr. 

11 

91 

2, 413, 567 

1, 502, 487 

1, 219, 310 

283,177 

1,231,876 

270, 611 

98. 716 

5. 081 

98. 731 

5.020 

98. 708 

5.111 

1,501,302 

11 

July 

11 

182 

2, 001, 875 

1, 001, 879 

813, 098 

188, 781 

798,864 

203, 015 

97. 282 

5. 376 

2 97. 301 

5.339 

97. 272 

5.396 

1, 000, 444 

18 

Apr, 

18 

91 

3, 552, 584 

1, 502, 169 

1, 252, 689 

249,480 

1, 094,379 

407,  790 

98. 718 

5. 070 

98. 723 

5. 052 

98. 716 

5.080 

1, 500, 372 

18 

July 

18 

182 

2, 104, 154 

1, 000, 753 

849, 978 

150, 775 

768,032 

232, 721 

97. 352 

5. 238 

97. 360 

5. 222 

97.348 

5. 246 

1, 000, 696 

25 

Apr. 

25 

91 

3, 217, 925 

1, 503, 461 

1,248,002 

255,459 

1, 143,384 

360,077 

98. 719 

5. 067 

98. 728 

5. 032 

98. 717 

5.076 

1, 501, 091 

25 

July 

25 

182 

2, 680, 152 

1, 002, 368 

862, 476 

139,892 

799,590 

202,778 

97. 303 

5. 334 

2 97. 318 

5, 305 

97.300 

5. 341 

1, 000, 293 

Feb. 

1 

May 

2 

91 

2, 469, 856 

1, 500, 211 

1,255,817 

244,394 

1, 183,007 

317, 204 

98. 775 

4.846 

3 98. 783 

4.815 

98. 767 

4.878 

1, 501, 073 

1 

Aug. 

1 

182 

1, 918, 070 

999, 988 

869, 933 

130,055 

738,800 

261, 188 

97.494 

4. 956 

3 97.515 

4.915 

97. 478 

4. 989 

1, 000, 357 

8 

May 

9 

91 

2, 285, 546 

1, 501, 384 

1, 265, 964 

235,420 

1, 156,015 

345,369 

98.747 

4. 957 

2 98. 762 

4. 898 

98. 739 

4.989 

1,  501,  475 

8 

Aug. 

8 

182 

1, 683, 660 

1, 000, 905 

884, 665 

116,240 

769, 193 

231, 712 

97. 412 

5.120 

3 97.442 

5.060 

97.397 

5.149 

1, 000, 492 

15 

May 

16 

91 

2, 618, 857 

1, 501, 334 

1, 277, 552 

223,782 

1,257,470 

243,864 

98. 726 

5. 040 

98. 734 

5.008 

98. 720 

5.064 

1, 500, 890 

15 

Aug. 

15 

182 

2, 219, 671 

1, 001,918 

882, 648 

119,270 

869,863 

132, 055 

97. 333 

5. 276 

97. 354 

5.234 

97. 326 

5.289 

1, 000, 569 

23 

May 

23 

90 

2,  264, 546 

1, 500, 893 

1, 276, 569 

224,324 

1, 122,985 

377,908 

98. 765 

4.939 

98. 774 

4.904 

98. 758 

4. 968 

1,499, 996 

23 

Aug. 

22 

181 

1, 846, 353 

1, 000, 178 

877, 492 

122,686 

776,981 

223, 197 

97. 419 

5. 134 

97. 433 

5. 106 

97. 411 

5. 149 

1, 001, 494 

29 

May 

31 

92 

2, 510, 045 

1, 600, 576 

1, 358, 701 

241,875 

1, 175, 155 

425, 421 

98. 706 

5. 065 

98. 721 

5.005 

98.700 

5. 087 

1, 502, 081 

29 

Aug. 

29 

182 

2, 052, 325 

1, 000, 438 

874, 485 

125,953 

758,744 

241, 694 

97.353 

5. 235 

97.360 

5.222 

97.350 

5.242 

1, 001, 441 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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[Dollar  amounts  in  thousands] 


Or 

bO 


Maturity  value 

Prices  and  rates 

Amount 
maturing 
on  issue 
date  of 
new 
ofiering 

Date  of 
maturity 

Days  to 
maturity  > 

Tenders  accepted 

Total  bids  accepted  Competitive  bids  accepted 

Total 

applied 

for 

Total 

accepted 

On 

competi- 

tive 

basis 

On  non- 
competi- 
tive 
basis 

For 

cash 

In 

exchange 

Average  Equiva-  High  Low 

price  lent  

per  average  . Price  Equiva-  Price  Equiva- 

hundred  rate  per  lent  rate  per  lent  rate 

(percent)  hundred  (percent)  hundred  (percent) 

tms  ms 


Mar. 

7 

June  6 

91 

$2, 732, 065 

$1,601,583 

$1, 355, 293 

$246, 290 

$1, 175, 031 

$426, 552 

98. 736 

4.999 

98. 748 

4. 953 

98. 731 

5. 020 

$1, 500, 259 

7 

Sept.  5 

182 

1,930, 961 

1,  000,  041 

880, 722 

119,319 

777, 826 

222, 215 

97.385 

5.172 

97. 392 

5.159 

97. 374 

5.194 

1,001,208 

14 

June  13 

91 

2, 388, 799 

1,600,119 

1,328,016 

272, 103 

1, 182, 460 

417, 659 

98. 709 

5.107 

3 98. 721 

5. 060 

97. 704 

5.127 

1, 500, 933 

14 

Sept.  12 

182 

1,  742, 890 

1, 000, 290 

869, 028 

131, 262 

797, 116 

203, 174 

97. 310 

5.321 

2 97. 335 

5. 271 

97. 300 

5.341 

1, 000, 527 

21 

June  20 

91 

2, 459,617 

1, 600, 198 

1, 329, 980 

270, 218 

1, 291, 518 

308, 680 

98. 664 

5. 285 

3 98. 676 

5. 238 

98. 655 

5. 321 

1, 506, 307 

21 

Sept.  19 

182 

1,847, 818 

1, 000, 051 

876, 423 

123,628 

735,967 

264, 084 

97.281 

5.377 

97. 298 

5. 345 

97.271 

5.398 

1, 000, 249 

28 

June  27 

91 

3, 426, 841 

1, 607,  732 

1, 340, 351 

267,381 

1, 206,308 

401, 424 

98. 689 

5.185 

98. 691 

5.178 

98. 689 

5. 186 

1, 502, 159 

28 

Sept.  26 

182 

1, 836, 261 

1, 000, 527 

879, 074 

121, 453 

798, 122 

202, 405 

97. 320 

5.301 

97. 349 

5.244 

97. 310 

5.321 

1,000, 271 

Apr. 

4 

July  5 

92 

2, 178, 883 

1, 600,  433 

1, 331, 074 

269, 359 

1,203,375 

397, 058 

98. 685 

5.146 

98. 711 

5. 044 

98. 673 

5.193 

1,501,231 

4 

Oct.  3 

182 

1, 601, 045 

1, 000, 448 

882, 153 

118,295 

748,318 

252, 130 

97. 338 

5.266 

97. 352 

5.238 

97.320 

5.301 

1, 000, 305 

11 

July  11 

91 

2, 394, 685 

1, 600, 485 

1, 288, 548 

311, 937 

1,289, 513 

310, 972 

98. 658 

5.310 

3 98. 673 

5. 250 

98.649 

5. 345 

1,502, 487 

11 

Oct.  10 

182 

1, 883, 524 

1,000,511 

866, 248 

134, 263 

827,848 

172,663 

97. 270 

5. 399 

397. 286 

5. 368 

97.260 

5.420 

1, 000, 840 

18 

July  18 

91 

3, 256, 069 

1, 602, 462 

1, 325, 843 

276, 619 

1, 216, 052 

386, 410 

98.619 

5. 462 

98. 626 

5. 436 

98. 616 

5.475 

1, 502, 169 

18 

Oct.  17 

182 

2, 492, 508 

1, 102, 644 

961, 784 

140,860 

878, 659 

223,985 

97. 185 

5. 568 

97. 200 

5. 538 

97. 180 

5.578 

1,000,119 

25 

July  25 

91 

2, 614, 047 

1, 601, 006 

1,308,818 

292, 188 

1, 205, 487 

395, 519 

98. 599 

5. 543 

98. 614 

5.483 

98. 593 

5.566 

1.503, 461 

25 

Oct.  24 

182 

2, 328, 060 

1, 100,  682 

953, 834 

146, 848 

819,020 

281,662 

97. 124 

5.689 

2 97. 138 

5. 661 

97. 114 

5. -709 

1, 000, 763 

May 

2 

Aug.  1 

91 

2, 703, 982 

1, 600, 432 

1,324,416 

276, 016 

1, 183, 818 

416,  614 

98. 610 

5.498 

98. 617 

5. 471 

98. 606 

5.515 

1,  500, 211 

2 

Oct.  31 

182 

1,  966,  240 

1, 100, 119 

966,  767 

133,352 

827,  779 

272,340 

97. 163 

5. 611 

97. 176 

5.586 

97. 154 

5.  629 

999,  896 

9 

Aug.  8 

91 

2, 493, 575 

1, 600, 291 

1,  345,  665 

254, 626 

1, 260, 228 

340, 063 

98. 608 

5. 506 

2 98. 615 

5.479 

98. 603 

5.527 

1,501,384 

9 

Nov.  7 

182 

2, 176, 299 

1,101, 578 

980, 894 

120,684 

861, 626 

239, 952 

97. 120 

5. 697 

97. 135 

5. 667 

97. 116 

5.  705 

1, 000, 647 

16 

Aug.  15 

91 

2, 416, 850 

1, 600, 009 

1, 336, 426 

263, 583 

1,273,683 

326,326 

98. 595 

5.557 

98. 607 

5.511 

98. 590 

5. 578 

1, 501, 334 

16 

Nov.  14 

182 

2,  064, 872 

1, 101, 062 

967,  489 

133, 573 

848,887 

252, 175 

97.093 

5. 750 

3 97. 108 

5.720 

97. 084 

5.768 

999, 947 

23 

Aug.  22 

91 

2,  526,  no 

1, 600, 680 

1,  357, 104 

243, 576 

1, 216, 740 

383,940 

98. 522 

5. 848 

3 98. 534 

5.  800 

98.517 

5. 867 

1,500,893 

23 

Nov.  21 

182 

2, 149,  839 

1, 100, 119 

985,637 

114, 482 

797, 510 

302,609 

96. 969 

5. 996 

2 96. 985 

5.  964 

96. 959 

6.  015 

1, 000,  010 

31 

Aug.  29 

90 

2, 291,  636 

1, 600, 036 

1,341,943 

258,093 

1,204,808 

395,228 

98.576 

5. 697 

98. 583 

5.668 

98.  566 

5.736 

1,600, 576 

31 

Nov.  29 

182 

2, 154,  206 

1, 099, 821 

962, 403 

137, 418 

838,566 

261, 255 

97. 033 

5. 869 

97.039 

5.857 

97. 026 

5.883 

1,002, 582 

June 

6 

Sept.  5 

91 

2,  409,  758 

1,600, 368 

1,  349,  213 

251,155 

1,238,379 

361,989 

98.572 

5. 650 

98. 579 

5.622 

98. 564 

5. 681 

1, 601, 583 

6 

Dec.  5 

182 

2, 365,  290 

1, 099, 439 

-979, 454 

119,985 

866,866 

232,573 

97. 119 

5. 699 

2 97.128 

5.681 

97. 109 

5.718 

1, 000, 639 

13 

Sept.  12 

91 

2, 628, 238 

1,  600,  487 

1, 322,  465 

278, 022 

1, 153, 594 

446,  893 

98. 556 

5.711 

2 98. 569 

5.661 

98. 552 

5.728 

1, 600, 119 

13 

Dec.  12 

182 

2, 041,  048 

1, 100, 121 

969,  418 

130, 703 

836,668 

263,453 

97.073 

5. 789 

97. 088 

5.  760 

97. 067 

5.802 

1, 000, 357 

20 

Sept.  19 

91 

2, 590, 127 

1, 600, 480 

1, 316, 134 

284,346 

1, 173,658 

426,822 

98.590 

5.579 

98. 595 

5.558 

98. 584 

5.602 

1,  600, 198 

20 

Dec.  19 

182 

1, 968, 531 

1, 100, 851 

958, 047 

142,804 

796,359 

304, 492 

97. 152 

5. 633 

97.170 

5.598 

97. 142 

5.653 

1,006,112 

27 

Sept.  26 

91 

2, 375,  249 

1, 599, 999 

1, 319, 474 

280,525 

1, 167, 275 

432,724 

98.676 

5.237 

98. 690 

5. 182 

98. 649 

5.  345 

1,607,  732 

Digitized  for  FRASEFe? 

Dec.  26 

182 

1, 967, 927 

1, 105, 037 

952, 322 

152, 715 

801,319 

303,  718 

97.227 

5. 485 

2 97.  250 

5.440 

97. 205 

5.529 

1, 003, 266 
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REGULAR  MONTHLY 


1967  1968 


July 

31 

Apr. 

30 

274 

$1, 196, 723 

$500, 273 

$481, 455 

$18,818 

$440, 063 

$60, 210 

96.  070 

5. 164 

2 96. 084 

5. 145 

96.  038 

5.206 

$500, 370 

31 

July 

31 

366 

2, 587, 493 

1, 000, 551 

953, 292 

47, 259 

759, 879 

240, 672 

94.  764 

5. 150 

2 94.774 

5. 140 

94.  744 

5.170 

994, 844 

Aug. 

31 

May 

31 

274 

1, 297, 305 

500, 686 

479,  882 

20, 804 

349,975 

150,  711 

96. 120 

5. 097 

96. 164 

5. 040 

96. 099 

5. 125 

500, 717 

31 

Aug. 

31 

366 

1, 901, 081 

1, 000, 336 

957, 886 

42,450 

774, 810 

225, 526 

94.  815 

5. 100 

2 94. 881 

5.035 

94. 774 

5. 140 

1, 000, 051 

Oct. 

2 

June 

30 

272 

1, 255, 519 

500, 005 

478, 358 

21, 647 

381, 611 

118, 394 

96. 113 

5. 144 

96. 154 

5.090 

96. 095 

5. 168 

500, 050 

23 

Sept. 

30 

366 

1, 740, 656 

1, 000, 206 

943,338 

56, 868 

769, 854 

230,352 

94. 791 

5. 124 

94.835 

5. 080 

94. 745 

5. 169 

900, 113 

31 

July 

31 

274 

1, 281, 979 

500, 529 

485, 561 

14, 968 

379, 958 

120, 571 

95. 956 

5.313 

2 95. 982 

5. 279 

95. 944 

5. 329 

501, 100 

31 

Oct. 

31 

366 

2, 073, 639 

1, 001,770 

961, 988 

39, 782 

789, 957 

211, 813 

94. 610 

5. 301 

2 94.  637 

5.275  ‘ 

» 94.592 

5. 319 

904, 640 

Nov. 

30 

Aug. 

31 

275 

1, 263,  705 

500, 175 

483, 938 

16,237 

424, 491 

75, 684 

95. 858 

5. 422 

95. 883 

5. 390 

95. 838 

5. 448 

499, 956 

30 

IQflO 

Nov. 

30 

366 

1, 766, 987 

1, 000, 262 

965, 857 

34, 405 

774,385 

225, 877 

94. 479 

5. 431 

94. 525 

5. 385 

94. 429 

5. 480 

900, 493 

isOo 

Jan.  2 

Sept. 

30 

272 

1, 137,  no 

500, 190 

483, 215 

16,975 

311, 615 

188, 575 

95. 803 

5.  555 

95. 833 

5. 515 

95.777 

5. 589 

500, 091 

23 

.Doc. 

31 

366 

1, 492, 945 

999, 945 

953, 599 

46,346 

728,529 

271, 416 

94. 364 

5.  544 

94. 408 

5.  500 

94. 307 

5. 600 

901, 030 

31 

Oct. 

31 

274 

1, 209, 230 

500, 170 

485, 372 

14,798 

336, 647 

163,523 

96. 001 

5. 254 

95. 028 

5. 219 

95. 970 

5. 295 

500, 445 

31 

Jan. 

31, 

1969 

366 

1, 604, 238 

1, 000, 078 

956,303 

43,775 

719,059 

281, 019 

94.  645 

5. 267 

2 94.  685 

5. 228 

94. 576 

5. 3;35 

900, 967 

Fob. 

29 

Nov. 

30, 

1968 

275 

1, 348, 327 

500, 257 

484, 400 

15, 857 

349,955 

150,302 

95. 998 

5. 240 

96. 021 

5. 209 

95. 975 

5.269 

500, 040 

29 

Feb. 

28, 

1969 

365 

1, 519, 526 

1, 001, 786 

973, 641 

28, 145 

750,931 

250,855 

94.646 

5. 281 

2 94. 708 

5. 220 

94. 587 

5. 339 

901, 029 

Apr. 

1 

Dec. 

'ik 

1968 

274 

1, 119,  729 

499, 549 

484, 346 

15,203 

339, 098 

160, 461 

95. 872 

5. 423 

95.  922 

5.358 

95. 840 

5. 466 

500, 329 

1 3 

Mar. 

31 

365 

1, 522, 679 

1,000, 119 

968, 236 

31,883 

736,300 

263, 819 

94. 449 

5.475 

2 94. 536 

5. 389 

94. 373 

5. 550 

900, 047 

30 

Jan. 

31 

276 

1, 439, 541 

500, 387 

483, 196 

17, 191 

350, 151 

150, 236 

95. 657 

5. 665 

95. 668 

5. 650 

95.  645 

5. 680 

500, 273 

30 

Apr. 

30 

365 

2, 304, 585 

1, 000, 784 

962, 453 

38,331 

726,717 

274, 067 

94. 258 

5. 663 

94. 272 

5. 650 

94. 241 

5. 680 

902, 021 

May 

31 

Feb. 

28 

273 

1, 140, 194 

500, 444 

486, 451 

13,993 

350, 270 

150, 174 

95. 385 

6. 086 

95. 420 

6. 040 

95. 353 

6. 128 

500, 686 

31 

(4) 

May 

31 

365 

1, 861, 382 

1, 002, 217 

973, 689 

28, 528 

721, 678 

280, 539 

93. 837 

6. 079 

93. 881 

6. 035 

93. 805 

6.110 

900, 146 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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[Dollar  amouDts  in  thousands] 


Cn 


Maturity  value 

Prices  and  rates 

Amount 

maturing 

Date  of 
issue 

Date  of 
maturity 

Days  to 

maturity  * Total 
applied 
lor 

Tenders  accepted 

Total  bids  accepted 

Competitive  bids  accepted 

Total 

accepted 

On 

competi- 

tive 

basis 

On  non- 
competi- 
tive 
basis 

For 

cash 

Average  Equiva- 
In  price  lent 

exchange  per  average 

hundred  rate 

(percent) 

High  Low 

date  of 

Price  Equiva-  Price  , Equiva- 
per  lent  rate  per  lent  rate 

hundred  (percent)  hundred  (percent) 

offering 

TAX  ANTICIPATION 

1967 

1968 

July  11 

Mar. 

22 

255 

$3, 251, 304 

$2, 003, 379 

$1, 732, 975 

$270, 404 

11 

Apr. 

22 

286 

3,027,417 

2,000, 967 

1, 775, 550 

225, 417 

Oct.  9 

Apr. 

22 

196 

3,217, 332 

1, 506, 037 

1, 318, 800 

187,237 

9 

June 

24 

259 

3, 279,317 

3, 005, 517 

2, 807, 350 

198, 167 

1968 

Jan.  15 

June 

24 

161 

6, 359, 775 

2,  528, 267 

2, 132, 982 

395,285 

$2, 003, 379  96. 557  4.  861  « 96.  607  4.  790  96.  522  4. 910 

2, 000, 967  96. 108  4. 898  2 96. 171  4.  820  96. 065  4. 953 

1, 506, 037  97. 314  4. 934  97. 327  4. 910  97. 306  4. 948 

3, 005, 517  96. 325  5. 108  96. 381  5. 030  96. 250  5. 212 

2, 528, 267  97.  738  5.  058  2 97. 788  4.  946  **  97.  727  5. 082 


• The  13-week  bills  are  additional  issues  of  bills  with  an  original  maturity  of  26  weeks, 
except  that  when  the  date  of  maturity  of  either  a 13-week  or  26-week  issue  is  on  the  last 
day  of  a month,  the  bills  are  additional  issues  of  bills  with  an  original  maturity  of  1 year. 
The  9-month  bills  are  additional  issues  of  bills  with  an  original  maturity  of  1 year. 

2 Relatively  small  amounts  of  bids  were  accepted  at  a price  or  prices  somewhat  above 
the  high  shown.  However,  the  higher  price  or  prices  are  not  shown  in  order  to  prevent 
an  appreciable  discontinuity  in  the  range  (covered  by  the  high  to  the  low  prices  shown) 
which  would  make  it  misrepresentative. 

2 Issue  date  on  bills  is  last  day  of  previous  month, 

4 On  July  1,  1968,  273-day  bills  to  mature  Mar.  31,  1969,  were  issued  in  the  amount  of 
$500  million  with  an  equivalent  average  rate  of  5.745  percent,  and  365-day  bills,  dated 
June  30,  1968,  were  issued  in  the  amount  of  $1,002  million  with  an  equivalent  average 
rate  of  5.732  percent. 

Note. — The  usual  timing  with  respect  to  weekly  issues  of  Treasury  bills  is:  Press 
release  inviting  tenders,  8 days  before  date  of  issue;  and  closing  date  for  the  receipt  of 
tenders  and  press  release  announcing  results  of  auction,  3 days  before  date  of  issue. 


Figures  are  final  and  may  differ  from  those  shown  in  the  press  release  announcing 
preliminary  results. 

For  each  issue  of  regular  weekly  (13-week  and  26-week  bills)  and  regular  monthly 
(9-month  and  l-year)  bills  noncompetitive  tenders  for  $200,000  or  less  from  any  1 bidder 
were  accepted  in  full  at  tbe  average  price  of  accepted  competitive  bids.  For  each  issue 
of  tax  anticipation  bills  the  maximum  amount  for  noncompetitive  tenders  was  $400,000 
except  for  the  196-day  issue  of  October  9 when  the  amount  was  $300,000. 

All  equivalent  rates  of  discount  are  on  a bank-discount  basis. 

Qualified  depositaries  were  permitted  to  make  payment  by  credit  in  Treasury  tax 
and  loan  accounts  for  100  percent  of  the  tax  anticipation  series  issued  July  11  and  Jan- 
uary 15,  and  for  not  more  than  75  percent  of  the  tax  anticipation  series  issued  October  9, 
allotted  to  them  for  themselves  and  their  customers  up  to  any  amount  for  which  they 
were  qualified  in  excess  of  existing  deposits  when  so  notified  by  the  Federal  Reserve 
bank  of  their  district.  Payment  by  credit  in  Treasury  tax  and  loan  accounts  for  the 
regular  weekly  and  regular  monthly  bills  was  not  permitted. 
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Regulations 

Exhibit  3. — Second  Amendment,  November  7,  1967,  of  Department  Circular 
No.  300,  general  regulations  with  respect  to  United  States  securities 

Teeasuby  Depaktment, 
Washington,  November  7',  1967. 

Department  Circular  No.  300,  Third  Revision,  dated  December  23,  1064,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  effective  Januai’y  1,  1968,  by  redesignating 
Subpart  O (entitled  “Miscellaneous  Provisions”)  as  Subpart  P,  and  renumber- 
ing Secs.  306.115  through  306.118  as  Sees.  306.123  through  306.126,  respectively, 
and  by  inserting  a new  Subpart  O as  follows : 

StJBPART  O — BOOK-ENTRY  PBOCEDUKE 

Sec.  306.115.  Definition  of  terms. 

In  this  subpart,  unless  the  context  otherwise  requires  or  indicates : 

(a)  “Reserve  Bank”  means  a Federal  Reserve  Bank  and  its  branches  acting  as 
Fiscal  Agent  of  the  United  States. 

(b)  “Treasury  security”  means  a transferable  Treasury  bond,  note,  certificate 
of  indebtedness,  or  bill  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended, 
in  the  form  of  a definitive  Treasury  security  or  a book-entry  Treasui-y  security. 

(c)  “Definitive  Treasury  security”  means  a transferable  Ti-easury  bond,  note, 
certificate  of  indebtedness,  or  bill  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as 
amended,  in  engraved  or  printed  form. 

(d)  “Book-entry  Treasury  security”  means  a transferable  Treasury  bond,  note, 
certificate  of  indebtedness,  or  bill  issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as 
amended,  in  the  form  of  an  entry  made  as  prescribed  In  this  subpart  on  the  rec- 
ords of  a Reserve  Bank. 

(e)  “Serially-numbered  advice  of  transaction”  means  the  confirmation  (pre- 
scribed in  Sec.  306.116)  issued  by  a Reserve  Bank  which  is  identifiable  by  a 
unique  number  and  indicates  that  a particular  written  instruction  to  the  Reserve 
Bank  with  respect  to  the  deposit  or  withdrawal  of  a specified  book-entry  Treasury 
security  (or  securities)  has  been  executed. 

Sec.  306.116.  Authority  of  Reserve  Banks. 

Each  Reserve  Bank  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart,  to  (a)  issue  book-entry  Treasury  securities  by  means 
of  entries  on  its  records  which  shall  include  the  name  of  the  depositor,  the 
amount,  the  title  of  the  loan  (or  the  series)  and  the  maturity  date;  (b)  effect 
conversions  between  book-entry  Treasury  securities  and  definitive  Treasury  se- 
curities ; (c)  otherwise  service  and  maintain  book-entry  Treasury  securities ; and 
(d)  issue  serially-numbered  advices  of  ta-ansactions  with  respect  to  each  instruc- 
tion relating  to  the  deposit  or  withdrawal  of  a book-entry  Treasury  security  ( or 
securities)  which  has  been  executed.  Each  such  advice  shall  confirm  that  book- 
entry  Treasury  securities  of  the  amount,  loan  title  (or  series)  and  maturity  date 
specified  in  the  depositor’s  instruction  have  been  deposited  or  withdrawn. 

Sec.  306.117.  Scope  of  book-entry  procedure. 

(a)  The  book-entry  procedure  shall  apply  to  Treasury  securities  now  on  deposit 
or  hereafter  deposited  in  accounts  with  any  Reserve  Bank  (1)  as  collateral 
pledged  to  a Reserve  Bank  (in  its  individual  capacity)  for  advances  by  it,  (2) 
as  collateral  pledged  to  the  United  States  under  Treasury  Department  Circulars 
No.  92  or  176,  both  as  revised  and  amended,  and  (3)  by  a member  bank  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System  for  its  sole  account  and  in  lieu  of  the  safekeeping  of 
definitive  Treasury  securities  by  a Reserve  Bank  in  its  individual  capacity.  Any 
depositor  which  on  the  effective  date  of  this  subpart  has  definitive  Treasury  secu- 
rities on  deposit  with  a Reserve  Bank  (in  either  its  individual  capacity  or  as 
Fiscal  Agent)  for  any  purpose  specified  above  or  which  thereafter  deposits  such 
securities  for  any  such  purpose  shall  be  deemed  to  have  consented  to  their  conver- 
sion to  book-entry  Treasury  securities  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  subpart, 
and  in  the  manner  and  under  the  procedures  prescribed  by  the  Reserve  Bank. 

(b)  The  book-entry  procedure  may  be  applied  to  any  Treasury  securities  now 
on  deposit  or  hereafter  deposited  with  any  Reserve  Bank  for  any  other  purpose 
under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Reserve  Bank  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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(c)  No  deposits  shall  be  accepted  under  this  section  on  or  after  the  date  of 
maturity  or  call  of  the  securities.' 

Sec.  306.118.  Pledges. 

A pledge  of  book-entry  Treasury  securities,  or  of  any  interest  therein,  in  favor 
of  a Reserve  Bank  in  its  O'Wn  right  as  pledgee  or  in  favor  of  tlie  United  States 
as  pledgee,  is  effected,  notwithstanduig  any  provision  of  law  to  the  contrary,  by 
the  making  of  an  appropriate  entry  under  paragraph  (a)  (1)  or  (2)  of  Sec. 
306.117,  of  the  amount  of  the  securities  pledged.  The  making  of  such  entry  shall 
have  the  effect  of  a delivery  of  definitive  Treasury  securities  in  bearer  foa-m 
representing  the  amount  of  the  obligations  pledged  and  shall  effect  a perfected 
security  interest  therein  in  favor  of  the  pledgee,  who  shall  be  a holder.  No  filing 
or  recording  with  a public  recording  office  or  officer  shall  be  necessary  to  perfect 
the  pledge  or  security  interest  in  book-entry  Treasury  securities  under  this 
section.  Pledges  of  definitive  Treasury  securities,  or  of  any  security  interest 
therein,  to  a Reserve  Bank  in  its  own  right  or  to  the  United  States  at  the  time 
of  their  conversion  to  book-entry  Treasury  securities  shall  be  fully  effective  with 
respect  to  such  book7entry  Treasury  securities.  A Reserve  Bank,  when  requested 
by  the  pledgee,  shall  convert  book-entry  Treasury  securities  into  definitive  Treas- 
ury securities  and  deliver  them  to  the  pledgee  for  disposition  under  the  applicable 
pledge  arrangement ; and  the  .pledge  or  security  interest  of  the  pledgee  in  the 
book-entry  Treasury  securities  prior  to  conversion  shall  continue  to  be  fully 
effective  with  respect  to  such  definitive  Treasury  securities. 

Sec.  306.119.  Limitations  on  transfers  or  pledges. 

Except  as  provided  in  this  subpart,  book-entry  Treasury  securities  may  not  be 
assigned,  transferred,  hypothecated,  pledged  as  collateral,  or  used  as  security  for 
the  performance  of  an  obligation,  and  the  Treasury  Department  will  not  recognize 
any  such  assignment,  transfer,  hypothecation,  pledge  or  use. 

Sec.  306.120.  Withdrawals  and  tranfers.^ 

Withdrawals  and  transfers  of  book-entry  Treasury  securities  may  be  made 
upon  a depositor  requesting  (a)  delivery  of  like  definitive  Treasury  securities  to 
itself  or  on  its  order  to  a transferee,  or  (b)  transfer  to  any  transferee  eligible 
under  Sec.  306.117.  The  making  of  any  book-entry  transfer  by  a Reserve  B'ank 
shiall  have  the  same  effect  as  a delivery  to  the  transferee  of  definitive  Treasury 
securities  in  bearer  form.  The  transfer  of  book-entry  Treasury  securities  within  a 
Reserve  Bank  will  be  made  in  accordance  with  procedures  established  by  the 
latter  not  inconsistent  with  this  subpart.  The  transfer  of  book-entry  Treasury 
securities  between  Resei've  Banks  will  be  made  through  a telegraphic  transfer 
procedure.  All  requests  for  withdrawal  or  for  transfer  must  be  made  prior  to  the 
maturity  or  date  of  call  of  the  securities.  Treasury  bonds  and  notes  which  are 
actually  to  be  delivered  upon  withdrawal  or  transfer  may  be  issued  either  in 
registered  ’ or  in  bearer  form. 

Sec.  306.121.  Registered  bonds  and  notes. 

No  formal  assignment  shall  be  required  for  the  conversion  to  book-entry 
Treasury  securities  of  registered  Treasury  securities  held  by  a Reserve  Bank 
(In  either  its  individual  capacity  or  as  Fiscal  Agent)  on  the  effective  date  of  this 
subpart  for  any  purpose  specified  in  Sec.  306.117(a).  Registered  Treasury  secu- 
rities deposited  thereafter  with  a Reserve  Bank  for  any  purpose  specified  in  Sec. 
306.117  shiall  be  assigned  for  conversion  to  book-entry  Treasury  securities.  The 
assignment,  which  shiall  be  executed  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
subpart  F of  these  regulations,  so  far  as  applicable,  shall  be  to  “Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of , as  Fiscal  Agent  of  the  United  States,  for  con- 

version to  book-entry  Treasury  securities.” 

Sec.  306.122.  Servicing  book-entry  Treasury  securities;  payment  of  interest, 
payment  at  maturity  or  upon  call. 


'The  date  of  call  as  defined  in  these  regulations  (Sec.  306.2)  is  “the  date  fixed  in  the 
official  notice  of  call  published  in  the  Federal  Register  » • • on  which  the  obligor  will 
make  payment  of  the  security  before  maturity  in  accordance  with  its  terms.” 

2 There  is  an  Appendix  hereto  which  contains  information  regarding  the  identification  of 
book-entry  Treasury  securities  for  Federal  income  tax  purposes  and  the  accounting  separa- 
tion for  such  purposes  on  books  of  dealers.  Although  dealers  in  Treasury  securities  are 
not  eligible  as  dealers  to  have  them  in  book-entry  form  under  these  regulations,  if  they  or 
any  other  depositors  are  dealers  in  other  types  of  securities  they  must  meet  the  requirements 
of  Sec.  1236  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  to  establish  that  they  are  holding  the  book-entry 
Treasury  securities  for  investment. 

^ Except  for  Treasury  notes,  EA  and  BO  series. 
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Interest  becoming  due  on  book-entry  Treasm-y  securities  sball  be  charged  in 
the  Treasurer’s  account  on  the  interest  due  date  and  remitted  or  credited  in 
accordance  with  the  depositor’s  instructions.  Such  securities  shall  be  redeemed 
and  charged  in  the  Treasurer’s  account  on  the  date  of  maturity,  call  or  advance 
refunding,  and  the  redemption  proceeds,  principal  and  interest,  shall  be  disposed 
of  in  accordance  with  the  depositor’s  instructions. 

John  K.  Oarlock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 


APPENDIX 

RECORDS  POE  FEDERAL  INCOME  TAX  PURPOSES 

Section  1.1012-1  (c)  of  the  Federal  Income  Tax  Regulations  provides  certain 
rules  regarding  the  identiflcation  of  securities  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the 
basis  (normally  cost)  and  holding  period  of  assets — data  relevant  in  ascertaining 
the  amount  and  nature  of  gain  or  loss  upon  the  sale  or  transfer  of  the  assets. 

Subparagraph  (7)  of  section  1.1012-l(c)  of  the  Income  Tax  Regulations 
(added  by  Treasury  Decision  6934,  quoted  below)  provides  a special  rule  for  the 
identification  of  a book-entry  Treasury  security  directed  to  be  disposed  of  by  the 
owner.^  The  special  rule  permits  the  serially-numbered  advice  of  transaction 
(required  by  sec.  306.116  of  the  Fiscal  Service  Regulations  to  which  this  is 
appended)  issued  by  a Reserve  Bank  upon  completion  of  a transaction,  when 
made  pursuant  to  written  instructions,  to  be  used  In  identifying  the  particular 
security  sold  or  transferred.  The  written  instruction  and  advice  of  transaction 
constitute  adequate  identification. 

Revenue  Ruling  67-419  (set  forth  below)  particularizes  the  mianner  in  which 
the  identification  may  be  made  by  requiring  the  written  instruction  to  identify 
the  particular  book-entry  Treasury  security  either  by  purchase  date  and  cost 
or  by  reference,  vs'here  applicable,  simply  to  the  serially-numbered  advice  of 
transaction  relating  to  its  acquisibion.  This  latter  method  applies  only  to  a limited 
class  of  case — that  is,  where  the  securities  are  acquired  by  a Reserve  Bank  for 
the  owner  in  book-entry  form,  either  upon  original  subscription  to  a Treasury 
offering  or  otherwise.® 

It  is  important  for  a taxpayer  to  comply  fully  with  the  special  rule  of  section 
1.1012-1  (c)  (7)  of  the  Income  Tax  Regulations  if  it  wishes  to  be  certain  that  the 
“first dn,  first-out”  (FIFO)  rule  of  section  1.1012-l(c)  (1)  of  the  cited  regulations 
will  not  apply  to  its  disposition  of  a book-entry  Treasury  security. 

Although  dealers  in  any  securities  are  not  eligible  as  dealers  to  hold  a 
Treasury  security  in  book-entry  form  under  the  present  Fiscal  Service  Regula- 
tions, if  they  are  otherwise  eligible  to  do  so,  they  may  hold  such  a security  in  the 
form  of  a book-entry  for  investment  purposes.  Since  all  dealers  in  securities  are 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  section  1236  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  the 
Revenue  Ruling  set  forth  below  also  provides  a method  for  them  to  use  in 
identifying  a book-entry  Treasury  security  held  for  investment  which  satisfies 
section  1236.  Whenever  a book-entry  security  is  acquired  on  original  issue  or 
otherwise  for  the  account  of  the  owner,  the  Re.serve  Bank  will  issue  a serially- 
numbered  advice.  The  entry  on  the  taxpayer’s  books  of  account  of  the  number  of 
the  advice,  together  with  a description  of  the  security  acquired  to  which  it 
relates  and  an  indication  that  it  is  held  for  investment,  will  be  suflBcient  to 
identify  it  as  being  held  for  investment  purposes. 


1 It  should  be  noted  that  this  rule  Is  only  appropriate  where  the  disposing  owner  retains 
one  or  more  securities  of  precisely  the  same  description  which  it  had  acquired  on  a different 
date  or  at  a different  price.  Where  a security  of  precisely  the  same  description  acquired 
on  a different  date  or  at  a different  price  is  not  retained,  there  is  no  problem  of  identifying 
the  securities  being  sold  or  transferred,  since  either  no  others  of  similar  description  are 
owned,  or  they  are  from  the  same  lot. 

2 The  serially-numbered  advice  of  transaction  issued  by  a Federal  Reserve  Bank  in  this 
or  any  other  type  of  case  in  or  in  connection  with  book  entry  will  not  contain  price  and 
date  of  acquisition  but  in  this  type  of  case  the  advice  relating  to  the  acquisition  can  be  used 
to  identify  the  particular  book-entry  security  involved.  Since  the  mere  conversion  by  a 
Reserve  Bank  of  definitive  Treasury  securities  owned  by  a depositor  into  book-entry  form 
(or  vice  versa)  occurs  after  the  depositor-taxpayer’s  books  of  account  properly  should 
reflect  their  acquisition,  which  might  have  been  at  different  times  or  at  different  prices,  the 
number  of  a serially-numbered  advice  of  transaction  relating  to  such  conversion  affords  no 
adequate  means  of  Identifying  a particular  security  for  purposes  of  either  section  1012  or 
section  1236  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954. 
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(T.D.  6934) 

Title  26— INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Chapter  I — Internal  Revenue  Service,  Department  of  the  Treasury 
Subchapter  A — Income  Tax 
(INCOME  TAX  REGULATIONS) 

PART  1— INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE  YEARS  BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEMBER  31,  1953 
Identification  of  hook-entrp  Treasury  securities 

Department  of  the  Treasury 
Office  of  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue, 

Washington,  D.C.  20224 

TO  OFFICERS  AND  EMPLOYEES  OF  THE  INTERNAL  REVENUE  ‘SERVICE 

AND  OTHERS  CONCERNED: 

In  order  to  modify  the  identification  rules  for  purposes  of  determining  basis 
and  holding  period  of  property  in  the  case  of  certain  Treasury  securities,  para- 
graph (c)  of  Sec.  1.1012-1  of  the  Income  Tax  Regulations  (26  CFR  Part  1) 
is  amended  by  adding  a new  subparagraph  (7)  to  read  as  follows ; 

Sec.  1.1012-1  Basis  of  property. 

$**«««* 

(c)  Sale  of  stock.  * * « 

(7)  Book-entry  Treasury  securities. 

(i)  In  applying  the  provisions  of  subparagraph  (3)  (i)  (6)  of  this  paragraph 
in  the  case  of  a sale  or  transfer  of  a book-entry  Treasury  security  which  is 
made  pursuant  to  a written  instruction  by  the  seller  or  transferor,  the  serially- 
numbered  advice  of  transaction  prescribed  by  the  Fiscal  Service  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Treasury  and  furnished  by  a Reserve  Bank  shall  constitute 
confirmation  as  required  by  such  subparagraph. 

(ii)  For  purposes  of  this  subparagraph  : 

(a)  The  term  “book-entry  Treasury  security”  means  a transferable  Treasury 
bond,  note,  certificate  of  Indebtedness,  or  bill  issued  under  the  ‘Second  Liberty 
Bond  Act  (31  U.'S.C.  774  (2)),  as  amended,  in  the  form  of  an  entry  made  as 
presanbed  in  31  OFR  Part  306,  Subpart  O,  on  the  records  of  a Reserve  Bank 
which  is  deposited  in  an  account  with  a Reserve  Bank  (1)  as  collateral  pledged 
to  a Reserve  Bank  (in  its  individual  capacity)  for  advances  by  it,  (2)  as  col- 
lateral pledged  to  tbe  United  States  under  Treasury  Department  Circular  No. 
92  or  176,  both  as  revised  and  amended,  and  iS)  by  a member  bank  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System  for  its  sole  account  for  safekeeping  by  a Reserve  Bank 
in  its  individual  capacity ; 

(b)  The  term  “serially-numbered  advice  of  transaction”  means  the  confirma- 
tion (prescribed  in  31  OFR  306.116)  issued  by  the  Reserve  Bank  which  is 
identifiable  by  a unique  number  and  indicates  that  a particular  written  instruc- 
tion to  the  Reserve  Bank  with  respect  to  the  deposit  or  withdrawal  of  a 
specified  book-entry  Treasury  security  (of  securities)  has  been  executed;  and 

(c)  The  term  “Reserve  Bank”  means  a Federal  Reserve  Bank  and  its  branches 
acting  as  Fiscal  Agent  of  the  United  States. 

»*«*»** 


Because  this  Treasury  decision  merely  liberalizes  the  identification  rules  for 
purposes  of  determining  basis  and  holding  period  in  the  case  of  certain  securities, 
it  is  found  that  it  is  unnecessary  to  issue  this  Treasury  decision  with  notice 
and  public  procedure  thereon  under  5 ‘U.S.C.  553  (b),  or  subject  to  the  effective 
date  limitation  of  6 U.S.'C.  553  (d). 
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(This  Treasury  decision  is  issued  under  the  authority  contained  in  Section 
7805  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  (68A  Stat.  917;  26  U.S.C.  7805).) 

(Signed)  Sheldon  S.  Cohen, 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Approved  : November  7,  1967 

(Signed)  Stanlev  S.  Surrey, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

SECTION  1012.— BASIS  OP  PROPERTY— (X>ST 

26  CPR  1.1012-1;  Basis  of  property.  Rev.  Rul.  67-119 

( Also  Section  1236 ; 1.1236-1. ) 

Section  1.1012-1  (c)  (7)  of  the  Income  Tax  Regulations  provides  a special 
rule  for  the  identification  of  a “book-entry  Treasury  security’’  ( which  is  a “bond” 
under  section  1.1012-1  (c)  (6)  of  the  regulations)  directed  to  be  disposed  of 
by  the  owner  who  holds  securities  of  precisely  the  same  description  which  were 
acquired  on  different  dates  or  at  different  prices.  This  special  rule  permits  the 
“serially-numhered  advice  of  transaction”  prescribed  by  the  Fiscal  Service  of 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury  and  furnished  by  a “Reserve  Bank”  (as  those 
terms  are  defined  in  section  1.1012-1  (c)  (7)  of  the  regulations)  to  satisfy  the 
requirements  of  section  1.1012-1  (c)  (3)  (i)  (b)  of  the  regulations  for  a written 
confirmation  if  made  pursuant  to  a written  instruction  by  the  seller  or  trans- 
feror. In  such  case,  if  the  written  instruction  identifies  the  book-entry  Treasury 
security  to  be  sold  either  by  purchase  date  and  cost,  or  by  reference  to  the 
serially-numbered  advice  of  transaction  relating  to  the  acquisition,  and  a copy 
thereof  is  associated  with  the  serially-numbered  advice  of  transaction  received 
from  the  Reserve  Bank  upon  disposition,  the  identification  requirement  of  section 
1.1012-1  (c)  (3)'(i)  of  the  regulations  shall  be  considered  satisfied.  Compare 
Rev.  Rul.  61-97,  C.B.  1961-1,  394,  which  provides  a rule  of  identification  in  the 
circumstances  described  therein.  Where  the  identification  requirements  of  sec- 
tion 1.1012-1  (c)  (3)  (i)  of  the  regulations  are  satisfied  in  the  manner  provided 
for  above,  the  rule  stated  in  the  first  sentence  of  section  1.1012-1  (c)  (1)  of  the 
regulations  will  not  be  applied. 

For  the  purpose  of  determining  when  a security  is  clearly  identified  in  the 
records  of  a dealer  in  securities  as  a security  held  for  Investment  within  the 
meaning  of  section  1236  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  section  1.1236-1 
(d)  (1)  of  the  regulations  provides  that  an  investment  security  is  clearly  identi- 
fied where  there  is  an  accounting  separation  of  the  security  from  other  securi- 
ties, as  by  making  appropriate  entries  in  the  dealer’s  books  of  account  to 
distinguish  it  from  inventories  and  to  designate  it  as  an  investment,  and  by  (i) 
indicating  with  such  entries  the  individual  serial  number  of,  or  other  character- 
istic symbol  imprinted  upon,  the  individual  security,  or  (ii)  adopting  any  other 
method  of  identification  satisfactory  to  the  Commissioner. 

Using  the  definitions  found  in  section  1.1012-1  (c)  (7)  of  the  regulations 
wherever  applicable  here,  the  identification  of  a particular  book-entry  Treasury 
security  in  the  dealer’s  books  of  account  by  reference  to  the  serially-numbered 
advice  of  transaction  furnished  by  the  Reserve  Bank  upon  the  acquisition  of 
such  security  is  a method  of  identification  satisfactory  to  the  Commissioner 
under  section  1.1236-1  (d)  (1)  (ii)  of  the  regulations. 


Exhibit  4. — Second  Supplement,  February  29,  1968,  of  Department  Circular 
No.  653,  offering  of  United  States  savings  bonds.  Series  E 

Treasury  Department, 
Washington,  February  29, 1968. 

Table  52,'  showing  the  investment  yields  to  maturity  for  Series  E Savings 
Bonds  with  issue  dates  from  June  1 through  November  1,  1960,  which  is  a part 
of  Department  Circular  No.  653,  Seventh  Revision,  dated  March  18,  1966,^  as 


1 See  exhibit  5. 

2 See  1966  annual  report,  page  253. 
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amended  (31  OFR,  Part  316),  is  hereby  supplemented  by  addition  of  the  re- 
demption values  and  investment  yields  for  the  extended  maturity  period,  as 
set  forth  below. 

John  K.  Cari,ock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


Exhibit  5. — Fourth  amendment,  June  19,  1968,  to  Department  Circular  No.  653, 
Seventh  Revision,  offering  of  United  States  savings  bonds.  Series  E 

Treasury  Department, 
Washington,  June  19, 196S. 

Treasury  Department  Circular  No.  6-53,  Seventh  Revision,  dated  March  18, 
1966,  as  revised  and  amended  (31  OPR  Part  316),  is  hereby  further  amended 
and  revised  as  follows  : 

Sec.  316.1.  Offering  of  bonds. — The  Secretary  of  ithe  Treasury  hereby  offers  for 
sale  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  United  Staites  Savings  Bonds  of  Series 
E,  hereinafter  generally  referred  to  as  “Series  E bonds”  or  “honds.”  This  offering, 
which  shall  be  effeotive  June  1,  1968,  will  continue  until  terminated  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury. 

Sec.  316.2.  Description  of  bonds.  * ® « 

(b)  Denominations  and  prices. — Series  E bonds  are  issued  on  a discount  basis. 
The  denominations  and  purchase  prices  are : 


Denomination 


Purchase 

price 


$25 

50 

75 

100 

200  

500  

1,000  - 
10,000  „ 
100,000' 


$18.  75 
37.  50 
56.25 
75.00 
150.  00 
375.  00 
750. 00 
7,  500.  00 
75, 000. 00 


i!<  * * 

(e)  Investment  yield  (interest). — The  investment  yield  (interest)  on  a Series 
E bond  with  issue  date  of  June  1,  1968,  or  thereafter,  will  be  approximately 
4.25  percent  per  annum  oompO'Unded  semiannually,  if  the  bond  is  held  to  ma- 
turity ^ hut  the  yield  will  -be  less  if  the  bond  is  redeemed  prior  to  maturity.  The 
interest  will  he  paid  as  a part  of  the  redemption  value.  For  the  first  six  months 
from  issue  date  the  bond  will  be  redeemable  only  at  purchase  price.  Thereafter, 
its  redemption  value  will  increase  at  the  'beginning  of  each  successive  half-year 
period.  See  table  1. 

(f ) Stock  for  bonds  issued  on  and  after  June  1,  1968. — Series  E bond  stock 
in  use  prior  'to  June  1,  1968,  will  be  used  for  bonds  issued  hereunder  until  such 
time  as  new  stock  is  printed  and  supplied  to  issuing  agents.  THE  NEW  IN- 
VESTMENT YIELD,  AND  REDEMPTION  VALUES  SHALL  APPLY  TO  SUCH 
BONDS  AS  FULLY  AS  IP  EXPRESSLY  SET  FORTH  IN  THE  TEXT.  They 
will  'be  redeemed  by  all  'paying  agents  at  the  redemption  values  in  Table  1.  Ac- 
cordingly, it  is  not  necessary  for  owners  to  exchange  bonds  on  old  stock  when 
the  new  stock  is  available  but  they  may  do  so  if  they  wish  by  presenting  bonds 
issued  on  and  after  June  1,  1968,  on  old  stock  to  any  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
or  Branch,  or  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  'Securities  Division,  Wash- 
ington, D.C.  20220. 

Sec.  316.8.  Extended  terms  and  improved  yields  on  outstanding  bonds. 

4s  * # 


' The  $100,000  denomination  is  available  only  for  purchase  by  trustees  of  employees’ 
savings  and  savings  and  vacation  plans  (see  Sec.  316.5(c)  of  Department  Circular  No.  653, 
Seventh  Revision). 

2 Under  authority  of  Section  25,  73  Stat.  621  (31  U.S.C.  757c— 1),  the  President  of  the 
United  States  on  May  31,  1968,  concluded  that  with  respect  to  Series  E bonds  it  was 
necessary  in  the  national  interest  to  exceed  the  maximum  interest  rate  and  investment 
yield  prescribed  by  Section  22  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  757c) . 
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(b)  Improved  yields.^ — The  investment  yield  on  outstanding  bonds  is  increased 
by  M.0  of  1 percent  per  annum  oompounded  semiannually  but  only  if  tbe  bonds 
are  beld  to  the  next  maturity  date  and  there  is  an  intervening  or  final  six-month 
interest  accrual  period.  In  addition,  the  investment  yield  for  any  presently  author- 
ized subsequent  extension  period  will  be  4.25  percent  per  annum  compounded 
semiannually  provided  the  bonds  are  beld  to  the  maturity  date  for  that  period. 
Interim  redemption  values  remain  unchanged  and  the  increases,  which  will 
be  computed  from  the  first  six-month  interest  accrual  period  starting  on  or  after 
the  following  dates,  is  conditioned  on  retention  of  the  bonds  to  next  maturity 
and,  as  appropriate,  to  the  end  of  the  authorized  subsequent  extension  period : 

(1)  March  1,  1968. — For  bonds  with  issue  dates  of  June  1,  1959,  through 
November  1, 1960. 

(2)  May  1,  1968. — For  bonds  with  issue  dates  of  February  1,  1957,  through 
May  1, 1959. 

(3)  June  1,  1968. — For  bonds  with  issue  dates  of  May  1,  1941,  through  Janu- 
ary 1, 1957,  and  December  1, 1960,  through  May  1, 1968. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  at  any  time  prior  to  their  maturity 
prescribe  a different  yield  for  the  extended  maturity  period  for  bonds  for  which 
no  tables  of  redemption  values  and  investment  yields  have  been  previously  pro- 
vided for  such  period.  The  tables,  which  are  a part  of  this  circular,  will  be 
published  periodically  for  the  extended  maturity  for  bonds  bearing  issue  dates 
of  June  1, 1961,  or  thereafter.^ 

John  K.  Caelock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


TABLES  or  REDEMPTION  VALUES  AND  INVESTMENT  YIELDS  FOR  UNITED  STATES  SAVINGS  BONDS 

OF  SERIES  E 

Each  tabic  shows:  (1)  the  redemption  value  for  each  successive  half-year  term  of  holding  during  the  current  ma- 
turity period  and  the  authorized  redemption  values  during  any  subscfiucnt  maturity  period,  onoonds  bearing  issue  dates 
covered  by  the  table;  (2)  for  eacli  maturity  period  .shown,  the  approximate  investment  yield  on  the  reclcinplion  value  at 
the  beginning  of  such  maturity  period  to  tiic  beginning  of  each  half-year  period  thereafter;  and  (3)  the  approximate 
investment  yield  on  the  current  redemption  value  from  the  beginning  of  each  half-year  period  to  next  maturity.  Yields 
arc  expressed  in  terms  of  rate  percent  per  annum,  compounded  semiannually. 

TABLE  1 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  BEGINNING  JUNE  1,  1968 


Issue  price 

$18.75 

$37. 50 

$36.  25 

$75. 00 

$150. 00 

$375.  00 

$750.  00 

$7,  500 

Denomination 

25.  00 

50.  00 

75. 00 

100. 00 

200.  00 

500.  00 

1,000.  00 

10.  000 

ment  yield 

(2)  On 

(3)  On  cur- 

purclifisc 

rent  re- 

price  from 

demption 

value  from 

I'orloO  after  Issue  date 

(1)  UcdcmtHioii  values  duriiic  each  half-year  i>crl«d  (values  incr«a$c  «n  first  day  of  period  shown) 

10  begin- 

beginning 

of  cncli 

each 

half-year 

half-year 

period  lo 

period 

maturity 

Pcrccnl 

Percent 

First  Yi  year.  

SIS.  75 

$37.  50 

$56.  25 

$75.  00 

$150.  00 

S375.  00 

$750.  00 

$7,  500 

0.  00 

4.  25 

to  1 vear 

]S.  96 

37.  92 

56.  SS 

75.  84 

151.  08 

379.  20 

758.  40 

7.  5S4 

2.  24 

4.  40 

1 to  years 

19.  32 

38.  04 

•57.  96 

77.  28 

154.  56 

380.  40 

772.  SO 

7,  728 

3.  02 

4.  45 

\Yi  to  2 years 

19.  70 

39.  40 

.59.  10 

78.  SO 

157.  60 

394.  00 

788.  00 

7,880 

3.  32 

4.  50 

2 to  2Yi  ve;irs 

20.  10 

40.  20 

60.  30 

SO.  40 

160.  SO 

402.  on 

S04.  00 

8,  040 

3.  51 

4.  54. 

2Y  to  3 years 

20.  52 

41.  04 

Cl.  56 

82.  OS 

164.  16 

410.  40 

820.  SO 

S,  208 

3.  64 

4.  5S 

3 to  3Y  vears 

20.  96 

41.  92 

62.  88 

S3.  84 

167.  OS 

419.  20 

838.  40 

S,  384 

.3-  75 

4.  62 

3Yi  to  d vears 

21.  42 

42.  84 

64.  26 

8.5-  68 

171.  36 

42&  40 

856.  SO 

S,  568 

3.  84 

4.  65 

4 to  AY  vear.s 

21.  89 

43.  78 

6i>.  67 

8/. 

175.  12 

437.  80 

S75.  60 

8,  756 

3.  91 

4.  70 

AYi  to  6 vo;ir.< 

22.  37 

44.  74 

67.  fl 

89.  48 

I7S.  96 

447.  40 

894.  80 

S,  948 

3.  96 

4.  76 

•i  to  ■■.I'Y  vear.i 

22.  SC 

45.  72 

68.  58 

91.  44 

182.  88 

457.  20 

914.  40 

9,  144 

4.  00 

4.  So 

to  G v(;at-.8 

23.  3G 

4G.  72 

70.  08 

93.  44 

186.  SS 

467.  20 

934.  40 

9,  344 

4.  04 

5.  01 

G to  GYt  year.'? 

23.  88 

47.  7G 

7L  64 

95.  52 

191.  04 

477.  60 

955.  20 

9,  552 

4.  07 

0.  29 

G'A  to  7 veais 

24.  42 

48.  8-1 

73.  26 

97.  CS 

195.  36 

488-  40 

976.  SO 

9,  76S 

4.  11 

6.  06 

MATURITY  VALUE 

(7  years  from 

issue  dale) 

25. 16 

50.  32 

75.  48 

100.  64 

201.28 

503.  20 

1,006.  40 

10,  064 

4.  25 

^ See  Sec.  316.8(b)  and  footnote  8 of  Department  Circular  No.  653,  Seventh  Revision,  as 
amended,  for  earlier  yields. 

* In  effect  since  Feb.  23,  1967. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


162  19  68  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


TABLE  2 


BONDS  BEAIUNG  ISSUE  DATE  OF  MAY  I,  1911 


Issue  price ' 

Denomination 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75.00  ^ 
100.  00 

i 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1,  000.  00 

Approximate  investment  yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  linU-vc.ir  period  , 

(2)  On  the  rc- 

(3)  On  current  re- 

1 (values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  slioivn) 

demption  value 

demption  value 

from  bceiimiiiK 

JV.riod  after  first  extended  maturity 

second  extended 

of  cacli  half-year 

matiiritv  period 

period  to  second 

1 SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

to  the  beginning 

extended 

of  each  half-year 

3uaiurity 

1 

period  thereafter 

Percent 

Percent 

l''ir.sb  Y‘  year 

-'(5/1/61) 

$33.  63 

$67.  20 

$134.  52 

$072.  00 

$1,  34.5.  20 

0.  00 

• 3.  75 

M bo  1 vear 

(11/1/61) 

! 34. 20 

68.  52 

137.  04 

085.  20 

1,  370.  40 

3.  75 

- 3.  75 

J to  IJ.^  veans 

(5/1/62) 

34.  90 

69.  80 

139.  00 

098.  no 

1,  306.  00 

3.  74 

* 3.  75 

] y>  Lo  2 years 

(11/1/62) 

35.  56 

71.  12 

142.  24 

711.  20 

1,  422.  40 

3.  76 

2 3.  75 

2 to  2'/:  years.. 

(.5/1/63) 

36.  22 

72.  44 

144.  SS 

724.  40 

1,  44S.  SO 

3.  74 

2 3.  75 

2'/i  to  3 ycais 

(n/1/63) 

36.  90 

7.3.  SO 

147.  60 

738.  00 

1,  470.  00 

3.  75 

* 3.  75 

to  'iYi  veans 

(5/1/64) 

37.  60 

75.  20 

lijO.  40 

7.52.  00 

1,  504,  00 

3.  7.5 

2-3.  75 

'AYi  to  4 yeans 

(11/1/64) 

38.  30 

76.  60 

153.  20 

766.  00 

1 , .532.  00 

3.  75 

*3.75 

4 bo  i'A  years 

(5/1/65) 

39.  02 

•78.  04 

1.50.  OS 

780.  40 

1,  560.  80 

3.75 

*.3.75 

Lo  .5  years 

(11/1/65) 

39.  75 

79.  50 

159.  00 

795.  00 

1,  590.  00 

3.  f ia  1 

*3.  75 

.'■>  to  5'/<  vears 

1(5/1/66) 

40.  50 

SI.  00 

162.  00 

SIO.  00 

1,  620.  00 

3.  75 

*4.  15 

Oy  Lo  0 years 

(11/1/66) 

41.26 

8-2.  52 

10.5.  04 

S25.  20 

1,  650.  40 

3.  75 

3 4.  10 

6 t,o  0)^  years 

- (5/1/67) 

42.  06 

$4.  12 

108.  24 

841.  20 

1,  682.  40 

3.  76 

3 4.  23 

(iJ-<  to  7 years 

(11/1/67) 

42.  90 

So.  SO 

171.  00 

S5S.  00 

1,  710.  00 

' 3. 78 

3 4.  27 

7 to  T'A  vears 

(5/1/6S) 

13.  76 

S7.  .52 

17.5.  04 

875.  20 

1, 750.  40 

3.  SO 

3 4.  31 

T'A  to  S years 

(1I/1/6S) 

44.  06 

S9.  32 

178.  04 

S93.  20 

1,  7S6.  40 

3.  S2 

4.  45 

S to  $'/i  years 

(5/1/09) 

45.  00  1 

91.  20 

182.  40 

912.  00 

1,  824.  00 

3.  84 

4.  52 

SKt  to  0 years 

(11/1/69) 

46.  57  1 

93.  H 

ISO.  28  ! 

931.  40 

1,  S02.  SO 

3.  S7 

4.  60 

51  to  O'/i  years 

(5A/70) 

47.  5S 

95.  10 

190.  32 

951.  60 

1,  903.  20 

3.  S9 

4.  74 

t)!-i  to  10  years 

(11/1/70) 

4S.  64 

97.  2S 

194.  50 

972.  SO 

1,  945.  60 

3.  92 

5.  02 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  I 

VALUE  (20  years  from  original 

maturity  datc)^ 

(5/1/71) 

49. 8C 

99.72 

199.  44 

997.  20 

1,  994.  40 

5 3.98 

> Monlli.  Uny,  AiiO  yunr  on  wliich  Issues  o(  1, 1941,  enter  each  period. 

i Viekl  irom  lieglnnlog  of  onch  li»lf-ycnr  period  to  second  extended  mnlurity  ol  second  extended  innlurily  vnhie  prior  to  tiio  l^ccember  1,  1965,  revision. 
3 'N'icld  from  boitinnlng  of  cucli  (inlf*ycnr  iKriod  to  second  extended  mnturity  nt  second  extended  niaturiiy  value  prior  to  the  June  I,  IOCS,  revision. 

* 30  years  from  issue  date.  Second  extended  mnturity  vuliie  Improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1,  IOCS. 

* Yield  on  pureliasc  price  from  issue  date  to  second  exunded  maturity  date  is  3.20  percent. 


TABLE  3 


BONDS  BEABING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1.  1941 


Issue  price 

Denomination | 

$18. 75 
25. 00 

$37. 50 
50.00 

$75.  00 
100.  00  1 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

1 1 

, $750. 00 
1,000.00  1 

1 Approximate  iiivcstiiicnt  yield 

i (1)  Redemption  xmIhcs  during  each  hnU-yenr  period  i 

(2)  On  tho  re- 

(3)  On  current  re- 

i (values  increase  on  first  day  of  ixcriod  sliown) 

demption  value 

demption  vnluo 

Period  ntlcr  first  extended  maturltv  I 

of  ciicli  imlf-year 

(heginnine  20  years  after  issue  date)  1 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD  1 

period  ihcrcalicr 

Perrent 

First  A year.. 

'(6/1/61) 

$3.3.  73 

$67.  46 

$1-34.  92 

$6/4.  6U 

SI,  349.  20 

0.  00 

* 3.  75 

A to  1 year  

(12/1/61) 

34.  36 

68.  72 

1-37.  44 

687.  20 

1,374.  40 

3.  74 

* 3.  75 

1 to  1){  years 

(6/1/02) 

35.  01 

70.  03 

140-  04 

700.  20 

1,  400.  40 

3.  76 

* 3.  75 

to  2 vears 

(12/1/62) 

35.  66 

71.  32 

14-2.  64 

713.  20 

1,  426.  40 

3.  74 

* 3.  75 

2 to  'I'A  years 

(6/1/63) 

36.  33 

72.  66 

14.5.  33  i 

720.  60 

1,  453.  20 

3.  74 

* 3.  75 

to  3 years 

(12/1/63) 

37.  01 

74.  02 

1 48.  04  ; 

740.  20 

1,  480.  40 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

3 to  VA  years.. 

(6/1/64) 

37.  71 

75.42 

150.  84 

754.  20 

1,  50S.  40 

3.  7.5 

2 3.  75 

ZYz  to  4 years 

(12/1/64) 

.38-  41 

76.  82 

153.  64 

70S.  20 

1,  536.  40 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

4 to  AYz  vears 

(6/1/65) 

39.  13 

78.  26 

156.  52 

782.  GO 

1,505.  20 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

4>^  to  5 years 

02/1/65) 

39.  S7 

79.  74 

159.  48 

797.  40 

1,594.  SO 

3.  75 

3 4.  15 

5 to  5Yz  vears 

(6/1/66) 

40.  63 

SI.  20 

162.  52 

812.  60 

I,  625.  20 

' 3.  76 

3 4.  19 

bA  to  G years 

(12/1/66) 

41.  41 

S2.  82 

165.  64 

S2S.  20 

1,  650.  -10 

3.  76 

3 4 

6 Lo  0)^  vears 

(6/1/67) 

42.  22  ' 

84.  44 

168.  SS 

844.  40 

I,  OSS.  SO 

3.  7S 

3 4.  26 

to  7 years. 

(12/1/67) 

43.  06  : 

SO.  12 

172.  24  ; 

86 1.  20 

1.  722.  40 

3.  79 

3 4.  30 

7 to  7A  years 

(6/1/68) 

43.  95 

S7.  90 

175.  SO  , 

879.  00 

1,  758.  00 

3.  82 

4.  43 

7 A to  S years 

(J2/J/6S) 

44.  86 

89.  72 

179.  44 

897.  20 

1,  794.  40 

3.  84 

4.  49 

S to  8)^  vears 

(6/1/69)  ; 

45.  SO 

91.  60 

183.  20  ' 

916.  00 

1,  832.  00 

3.  SO 

4.  57 

8/^  to  9 years 

(12/1/69)  1 

46.  SO 

93.  60 

JS7.  20 

930.  00 

1.  S72.  00 

3.  89 

4.  64 

9 to  9A  ycfirs 

(6/1/70) 

47.  81 

95.  62 

191.  24 

956.  20 

1,  912.  40 

3.  91 

4.  SO 

01-^  to  10  years 

(12/1/70)  ! 

48.  88 

97.  76 

195.  02 

977.  60 

1,  955.  20 

3.  94 

5.  11 

SECOND  E.XTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (20  years 

from  original 

i 

maturity  date)* 

(6/1/71) 

.50. 13 

100.  26 

200.  52 

1,002.  60 

2,  005.  20 

5 4.  00 

> >foiitli,  day,  ainl  yem-on  whlcli  isstnoi  at  June  I,  enter  each  period.  Vorsul>scqueul  issue  monllis  add  the  appropriate  liimibor  of  months. 

■ l icid  from  bcKimiini,'  of  eacli  Inlf-.visir  period  io  seeoinl  extended  innuirily  at  second  extended  maliiril.y  vjiliic  prior  to  tin;  December  I,  1965,  revision. 
3 Yield  from  i^i  Kiiiiiini:  of  etidi  half-year  jM-riod  ta.svxnnd  rxi^nded  maturity  :il second  exieiKh^t  maUii  ity  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  I96S,  revision. 

* 39  V(Mrs  from  issue  dale.  .Second  e.xl'mded  maliirily  value  iinprovixl  by  the  revision  of  June  I,  I'JUS. 

‘ Vicki  on  pill  chase  price  from  issue  dale  to  second  extended  maturity  date  is  3.31  |>crcciU. 
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TABLE  4 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I,  1941,  THROUGH  APRIL  I,  1942 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  SO 
50.00 

$75.00 
100. 00 

$375. 00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
I,  000.  00 

Approximate  iuvcstmciit  yield 

0)  Rctlemption 

values  during  cacli  lialf-ycar  period 

(J)  On  the  re- 

(3)  On  current  re- 

(values  iuereasc  on  lirsl  day  of  iteriod  diowii) 

deiiiplioii  vnluo 

demptlon  value 

III  scan  of  the 

from  beginning 

second  extended 

of  cacli  half-year 

maturity  ncriCKi 

period  to  second 

extended 

of  each  half-year 

inaturity 

period  thereafter 

Percent 

Percent 

First  y-  year 

-..-'(12/l/Gl) 

$33.  S3 

$67.  G6 

$135.  32 

$676.  60 

$1,353.  20 

0.  00 

2 3.  75 

y to  1 year— 

(G/1/62) 

34.  46 

68.  92 

137.  84 

089.  20 

1,378.  40 

3.  72 

« 3.  75 

1 to  \'/i  years 

....02/1/62) 

35.  11 

70.  22 

140.  44 

702.  20 

1,  404.  40 

3.  75 

* 3.  75 

V/i  to  2 years 

(6/1/63) 

3-5.  77 

71.  64 

143.  08 

715.  40 

1,  430.  80 

3.  75 

* 3.  75 

2 Lo  2y  years  

....(12/1/63) 

36.  44 

72.  88 

145.  76 

728.  80 

1,  457.  60 

3.  75 

* 3.  75 

2y  to  3 years.,  

(6/1/64) 

37.  12 

74.  24 

148.  48 

742.  40 

1 , 484.  80 

3.  75 

* 3.  75 

3 lo  S'/i  years _ 

(12/1/04) 

37.  82 

75.  64 

151.  28 

756.  40 

1,512.  80 

3.  75 

» 3.  75 

'Sy  to  4 years 

(6/1/65) 

38.  53 

77.06 

154.  12 

770.  60 

1.  541.  20 

3.  75 

* 3.  75 

(12/1/65) 

39.  25 

78.  50 

157.  00 

785.  00 

1,  570.  00 

3.  75 

» 4.  15 

4y  to  5 years 

(6/1/66) 

40.  00 

SO.  00 

160.  00 

800.  00 

1.  600.  00 

3.  76 

5 4.  18 

5 to  5}^  years 

....(12/1/66) 

40.  77 

81.  54 

163.  08 

815.  40 

1,  630.  80 

3.  77 

5 4.  21 

ay  to  6 yeai-s.. 

(6/1/67) 

41.  56 

83.  12 

166.  24 

831.  20 

1,  662.  40 

3.  78 

» 4.  25 

6 to  6)^  years 

....(12/1/67) 

42.  39 

84.  78 

169.  56 

847.  80 

1,  695.  60 

3.  79 

9 4.  28 

GJi  to  7 years 

(6/1/68) 

43.  25 

86.  50 

17.3.  00 

865.  00 

1,  730.  00 

3.  82 

4.  42 

(12/1/68) 

44.  14 

88.  28 

176.  56 

882.  80 

1,  765.  60 

3.  84 

4.  47 

ly  to  S years 

(6/1/69) 

45.  07 

90.  14 

180.  28 

901.  40 

1,  802.  80 

3.  86 

4.  52 

(12/1/69) 

46.  03 

92.06 

184.  12 

920.  60 

1,  841.  20 

3.  89 

4.  59 

(6/1/70) 

47.  02 

94.  04 

188.08 

940.  40 

1,  880.  80 

3.91 

A.  68 

-...(12/1/70) 

48,  05 

96.  10 

192.  20 

961.  00 

1,922.  00 

3.  94 

4.  S3 

})!■$  to  10  years 

(0/4/71) 

49.  12 

98.  24 

196.  48 

982.  40 

1,964.  80 

3.  96 

5.  21 

SECOND  EXTENDED 

MATURITY 

VALUE  (20  years  from  original 

maturity  tlatc)^ 

....(12/1/71) 

50.  40 

100.  80 

201. 60 

1, 008.  00 

2,016. 00 

s 4.  03 

I MolUli,  di»y,  niid  yciiroii  wliicli  issues  of  IJcccinlKr  1.  ItMl.  enter  cacli  |»ei  iod.  For  s»il>se<-|«iciu  issue  inoiulisfldd  tlie  rt|'|)iopi  lalc  number  of  inoiillis. 

5 Yield  from  hcKimiiuc  of  oucli  linlf-yuar  period  W second  cxlended  niiiiuriiy  ;U  second  extended  maluriiy  value  prior  lo  Hie  Dcceinljcr  I,  llHiS.  revision. 
9 yield  from  beuiiiiiliiR  of  eucli  ludf<year  period  to  second  extended  maturity  at  second  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  J,  i'JOS,  revision, 

‘ HO  vein's  from  issue  djUis.  Suooml  extended  nmlurity  value  iminoved  by  the  revision  of  June  I,  I'JOS. 

< yield  till  piirclmsu  price  from  issue  dale  to  second  extended  inuturiiy  date  is  |>crccnt. 


TABLE  5 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATE  OP  MAY  I.  1942 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.  75 
25. 00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75.00 

100.00 

$375.  00  1 
500.00  ' 

$750. 00 
1.  000.  00 

Approximate  investment  yield 

i (I)  TXedemplion  volucs  during  each  half-year  period 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  i>criod  siiown) 

(2)  On  Die  re-  ' 
demptlon  value  | 
»i  start  of  iho 

(3)OncurrentrC'- 
demptioh  value 
from  beginning 
of  each  half-ycnr 
period  to  seoond 
extended 
maturity 

(beginning  20  years  after  issue  dale) 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATUniTY  TEniOD 

maturity  period 
to  the  beginning 
of  each  hnlf-ycar 
period  thereafter 

First  y year 

'(5/1/02) 

$34.  09 

i S68.  18 

$136.  36 

$681.80 

SI,  303.  00 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percenf 

» 3.  75 

Yi  to  1 year 

....(11/1/02) 

34.  73 

69-  46 

138.  92 

694.  60  1 

1.  359.  20 

3.  75 

*3.  75 

1 to  I'A yc.ars 

(5/1/63) 

35.  38 

70.  76 

141.  52 

707.60  : 

1,  415.  20 

3.  75 

*3.  75 

1)^  to  2 years . 

(11/1/63) 

36.  04 

72.  08 

144.  16 

720.80 

1,  441.  60 

3.  74 

*3.  75 

2 to  21-^  years 

■ (5/1/64)  j 

36.  72 

7-3.  44 

146.  88 

734.  40 

1,  468.  80 

3.  75 

* 3.  75 

2y  to  3 ycai-s 

....(11/1/64) 

37.  41 

74.  82 

149.  64  j 

748.  20 

i,  496.  40 

3.  75 

* 3.  75 

3 to  3)^  years .. 

(5/1/65) 

38.  11 

76.  22 

152.  44  ! 

762.  20 

1,  524.  40 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

Vy  to  4 yc-ars 

(11/1/65) 

38.  82 

77.  64 

155.  28 

776.  40 

1,  552.  80 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

4 to  Ay  years 

(5/1/66) 

39.  55 

79.  10 

158.  20 

791.00 

1,582.  00 

3.  75 

M.  1 5 

AY:  to  5 years. 

....(11/1/66)  1 

40.  30 

SO.  60 

161.  20  1 

806.  00 

1,612.  00 

3.  75 

« 4.  18 

-5  to  5)^  years 

(5/1/67)  1 

41.  08 

82.  16 

164.  .32  ' 

821.  60 

1,  643.  20 

3.  77 

3 4 9 

5)->  to  6 years 

....(11/1/67) 

41.  88 

83.  76 

167.  52 

S37.  60 

1.  675.  20 

3.  78 

»4.  25 

6 to  years 

(5/1/68) 

42.  71 

85.  42 

170.84 

854.  20 

1.  708.  40 

3.  79 

M.  29 

OK  to  7 years 

....(11/1/68) 

43.  58 

87.  16 

174.  32  1 

871.  GO 

1,  743.  20 

a 81 

4.  42 

7 to  lYi  years 

(5/1/69) 

44.  49 

88.98 

177.  96 

889.80 

1.  779.  60 

3.84 

4.  46 

7}^  to  8 years 

(11/1/69)  1 

45.  41 

90.  82 

181.64 

90a  20 

1.  816.  40 

3.  86 

4.  53 

8 to  8K>  years 

(5/1/70) 

46.  38 

92.  76 

185.  52 

927.  60 

1,  8-55.  20 

3.  89 

4.  59 

$){•  to  9 years 

....(11/1/70)  , 

47.  38 

94.  76 

189.  52  , 

947.  60 

1.  895.  20 

3.  91  . 

A 69 

O'  to  9)^  years 

(5/1/71)  1 

48  42 

96.  84 

193.68 

968.  40 

1, 936.  80 

-3.  94 

4.  84 

9Ye  to  10  years 

(11/1/71) 

49.  -50 

99.  UO 

198.00  1 

990.  00 

1,  980.  00 

3.  96 

5.  21 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (20  years  from  original 
maturity  date)* (5/1/72) 

50.  79 

101.58 

203.  16 

1.015.  80 

2,  031.60. 

5 4.  03 

' iVIonlh.  day.  and  year  on  which  issues  of  May  l , l‘J42,  enter  each  period. 

5 Yield  from  beginning  of  caeh  half-ycnr  pcriotl  to  .second  extended  maturity  at  second  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1, 1905,  revision. 
’ Yield  from  beginning  of  each  half-year  period  to  second  extended  maturity  at  second  extended  maturity  value  prior  lo  the  Jiiiig  1,  lyOS,  revisitm. 
r 30  years  from  issue  date.  Second  cxteiidiul  inaturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1,  l'j6S. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  second  exicnilcd  nmlurity  dale  is  l>.35  percent. 
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TABLE  6 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  PROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1.  1912 


Issue  price 

Denomination ' 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
50.00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,000.  00 

Approximate  investment  yield 

(1)  Itedunplion  values  during  cacli  half-year  period 

1 (2)  On  the  rc-  ' 

(3)  Oncuirentr(^ 

1 (values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

1 demption  value 

demption  value 

at  start  of  the  ; 

: from  beginning 

Period  after  first  extended  maturity 

second  extended  . 

of  each  half-year 

(beginning  20  years  after  issuo  date) 

maturity  period  : 

period  to  second 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD  I 

to  the  beginning 

extended 

of  each  half-year 

innlurity 

period  thereafter 

Percent 

Percent 

First  V>  yenr 

'(6/1/G2) 

$34.  17 

$08  34 

$138  OS 

.$CS3.  40 

SI,  368  80 

0.  00 

. i 3.75 

Yz  to  1 year 

(12/1/C2) 

31  81 

69.  62 

139.  24 

090.  20 

1,  392.  40 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

1 to  I'/i  years 

.{0/1/63) 

35.  40 

70.  92 

141.  84 

709.  20 

1.  418.  40 

3.  74 

2 3.  75 

Ij-^  to  2 vears 

412/1/03) 

3(x  13 

72.  20 

141  52 

722.  00 

1,  445.  20 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

2 to  ‘2Yz  vears 

(6/1/04) 

36.  81 

78  02 

147.  24 

738  20 

1,  472.  40 

3,  76 

I 2 3.  75 

2j-4  to  3 vears 

- i(12/I/C4) 

37.  50 

78  00 

150.  00  i 

750.  00 

1.  500.  00 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

3 to  3!-1j  years 

.-(0/1/65) 

38  20 

78  40 

152.  80  ! 

701  00 

1,  528  00 

.3.  75 

2 3.  75 

3'A  to  4 vears 

(12/I/C5) 

38  02 

77.  84 

155.  68  1 

778  40 

1,  550.  SO 

3.  75 

2 4.  15 

4 to  4}^  years 

(C/l/CC) 

39.  65 

79.  30 

158  60  1 

793.  00 

1,  580.  00 

3.  75 

3 4 18 

4y>  to  5 years 

(12/1/66) 

40.  41 

SO.  82 

161.  64 

SOS.  20 

1,  618  40 

, 3.70 

1 2 4.21 

5 to  5'/i  years 

(6/1/67) 

41.  21 

82.  42 

164.  84 

824.  20 

1,  648  40 

3.  7S 

1 2 4 24 

to  G vears 

(12/1/67) 

42.  02 

81  04 

168.  08 

S40.  40 

1,  680.  80 

3.  SO 

2 4.  27 

6 to  6K'  vears 

(6/1/68) 

42.  SC 

85.  72 

171.  44 

S57.  20 

1,  714.  40 

3.  81 

4 40 

to  7 vears 

(12/I/6S) 

48  74 

87.  48 

171  96 

871  80 

1,  749.  60 

3.  S3 

4 4.5 

7 to  lYi  years 

(0/1/69) 

41  65 

89.  30 

178.  60 

893.  00 

1,  780.  00 

3.  SO 

4 50 

to  S years 

(12/1/69) 

45.  59 

91.  IS 

182.  36 

911.  SO 

1,  823.  60 

3.  SS 

4.  55 

S to  S>$  years 

(6/1/70) 

40.  57 

93.  14 

186.  28 

931.  40 

1,  862.  80 

3.  91 

4 62 

to  5)  vears, ...... 

(12/1/70) 

47.  58 

90.  10 

190  32 

951.  60 

I,  903.  20 

3.  93 

4 71 

5)  to  yj-i  vears 

(0/1/71) 

48  63 

97.  20 

194.  -52 

972.  60 

I,  945.  20 

3.  96 

4 86 

\)Yi  to  10  years 

(12/1/71) 

49.  71 

99.  42 

198  $4 

994.  20 

1,  988.  40 

3.  99 

5.  27 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (20  years  Croin  original 

maturity  date)*.. 

,..(6/1/72) 

51.02 

102.04 

204.  08 

1,  020.40 

2,  040. 80 

5 4.  05 

‘ iMoiitli.  iluy,  iiikI  year  on  wliicli  Is.viusot  June  I.  IIH'J.  onuu  cneli  periixl.  Tor  sulj$e<|ueni  issue  monllis  iidd  llic  np])i’0|>rialc  number  of  mmUlis. 

> Vii.'ld  from  bojziimim;  of  eiicR  balf*ycar  |K-i  tod  to  second  cMcndcd  inulnriiy  ;ii  second  excciided  imiuii  ily  v;ilm;  prior  to  llic  Decent t)Ci'  1,  1UU5,  revision. 

* ^’k’ld  fiom  lje);iinniiig  of  eauh  imlf>ye»r  period  to  Second  extended  nmturity  »i  second  extended  niaiurity  value  prior  to  lliu  Junu  >,  lOUS,  revision. 

* :u>  years  from  issuu  diitu.  Second  extender)  niiitunty  value  improved  )>y  ilie  revision  of  June  1. 
t Vicid  on  piirclmse  price  from  issue  date  to  second  extended  innlurity  date  is  3.30  |>ercent. 


TABLE  r 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  1942,  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1943 


Issue  price 

Denomination.... 

$18. 75 
25. 00 

$37. 50 
50.00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$375.  00 
500. 00 . 

$750.  00 
1,000.  00 

Approximate  investment  yield 

(1)  Redemptien  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  Increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the  re* 
demption  valuo 

(3)  Oncurrentre* 
demption  value 

Period  aflcr  first  extended  maturity 
(beginning  20  years  after  issue  dale) 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

Second  extended 
maturity  period 
to  the  beginning 
of  each  half-year 
period  tiiereaflcr 

of  each  half-year 
period  to  second 
extended 
maturity' 

First  Yi  year 

>(12/l/6'2)  ' 

$34.  26 

1 

$68.  52 

$137.  04 

$685:  20 

$1,  370.  40 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 

3 3.  75 

Yi  to  1 vear.. 

(6/1/63) 

34.  90 

69.80 

139.  60 

698.  00 

1,  396.  00 

3.  74 

2 3.  75 

1 to  years 

(12/1/63) 

35.  56 

71.  12 

142.  24 

711.  20 

1,  422.  40 

3.  76 

2 3.  75 

IK’  to  2 years 

(6/1/64) 

38  22 

72.  44 

144.  88 

724.  40 

1,  448.  80 

3.  74 

2 3.  75 

2 to  2K  years 

(12/1/64) 

36.  90 

73.  80 

147.  60 

738.  00 

1,  476.  00 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

2K  to  3 years 

(6/1/05) 

37.  59 

75.  18 

150.  36  1 

751.  SO 

1,  503.  60 

3.  75 

23.  75 

3 to  3K  years . 

(12/1/65) 

38.  30 

76.  60 

153.  20  1 

766.  00 

1.  532.  00 

3.  75 

*4.  15 

3K  to  4 years 

(6/1/66) 

39.  03 

78.  06  ; 

156.  12 

780.  60 

1,  561.  20 

3.  76 

3 4.  18 

4 to  4K  yours 

(J  2/1/66) 

39.  77 

79.  54 

159.  08 

795.  40 

1,  590.  SO 

3.  76 

3 4.  21 

4'A  to  .5  years 

(6/1/67) 

40.  54 

81.  08 

162.  16 

810.  80 

1,  621.  60 

3.  78 

3 4.  24 

6 to  .5K2  years 

(12/1/67) 

41.  34 

82.  68 

165.  36 

826.  80 

1,  653.  60 

3.  79 

3 4.  27 

5Y2  to  6 years . 

— .(6/1/68) 

42.  18 

84.  36 

168.  72 

843.  60 

1,  687.  20 

3.  82 

4.  40 

0 to  OK  years 

(12/1/68) 

43.  04 

86.  08 

172.  16 

860.  80 

1,  721.  60 

3.  84 

4.  44 

OK  to  7 ycare 

....1(6/1/69) 

43.93 

87.  86 

175.  72 

878.  60 

1,  757.  20 

3.  86 

4.  48 

7 to  7K  years .. 

....(12/1/69) 

44.  85 

89.  70 

179.  40 

897.  00 

1,  794.  00 
1,  831.  60 

3.  89 

4.  53 

7K  to  8 years 

(6/1/70) 

45.  79 

91.  58 

183.  16 

915.  80 

3.  91 

4.  60 

8 to  SK  years 

....(12/1/70) 

46.  78 

93.  56 

187.  12 

935.  60 

1,  871.  20 

3.  93 

4.67 

8K  to  i)  A'cars 

(6/1/71) 

47.  79 

95.  58 

191.  16 

955.  80 

1,911.  60 

3.  95 

4.78 

9 to  9K  years 

(12/1/71) 

48.  84 

97.68 

195.  36 

976.  SO 

1,  953.  60 

3.  98 

4.  97 

9K  years  to  10  years 

■-(6/1/72) 

49.  94 

99.88 

199.  76 

998.  80 

1,  997.  60 

4.  01 

5.  45 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (20  years  from  original 
maturity  dale)* (12/1/72) 

51.30 

102. 60 

205.  20 

1,026.  00 

2,  052.  00 

»4.08 

' Moiuli,  day,  and  year  on  winch  issues  of  Oeccinber  1,  IM2.  enter  eucli  period.  Forsubsc(|iioiil  issue  months  add  Ihe  appropriate  number  of  months. 

3 Vicki  from  bceimiiiig  of  cacli  tui!t-ye«r  perkKi  to  second  extended  niaUirity  nl  second  extended  nnUurilv  value  prior  to  the  December  1 1905  revision 
5 Yield  from  beginning  of  cncli  half-year  period  to  second  extended  maturity  at  second  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 1908.  revision. 

* 30  Veal'S  from  issue  date.  Second  extended  inoturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  Jnne  1,  1908. 
i Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  second  extended  maturity  dale  is  3.38  percent. 
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TABLE  8 


nONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  I,  I9A3 


Issue  price.. 

Denominalion 

$18.  71; 
25.  00 

1 $37.50 
50.  00 

$75.00 
1 100.00 

$375. 00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,000.  00 

Approximate  ir 

ivcstmcni  yield 

(t)  Ttedemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 

(2)  On  the  re- 

(3)  On  current  rc- 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

(Icinption  value 

dcinption  value 

Period  after  first  extended  maturity 

second  extended 

of  each  half-year 

(beginning  20  years  i 

after  issue  date) 

1 SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

to  the  beginning 

extended 

of  each  half-year 

innliirily 

period  thereafter 

Percent 

First  Yi  yc.'U' 

‘(6/1/63) 

$34.  34 

$68.  68 

$137.  36 

$686.  80 

$1,  .373.  60 

0.  00 

2 3.  75 

Y to  1 year 

- -(12/1/63) 

34.  98 

69.  90 

139.  92 

699.  60 

1,  399.  20 

3.  73 

2 3.  75 

.1  to  IK  years 

- (6/1/64) 

35.  G4 

71.  28 

142.  56 

712.80 

1,  425.  60 

3.  75  , 

2 3.  75 

lY:  to  2 vears 

(12/1/64) 

36.  31 

72.  62 

145.  24 

726.  20 

1,  452.  40 

3.  75 

2 3.  7.5 

2 1,0  2Yj  years 

(6/ 1/6.5) 

36.  99 

73.  98 

147.  96 

739.80 

-1,  479.  60 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

‘2Yj  to  3 years 

(12/1/65) 

37.  68 

75.  36 

150.  72 

753.  60 

1.  507.  20 

3.  75 

s 4.  15 

3 to  V/2  years.. 

- --(6/1/66) 

38.  40 

76.80 

153.  60 

768.  00 

1,  536.  00 

3.  76  1 

24.  18 

'^Yi  to  4 years 

(12/1/6G) 

39.  13 

78.  26 

156.  52 

782.  60 

1,  565.  20 

3.77  ' 

» 4,  20 

4 to  iY:  years 

(6/1/67) 

39.  89 

79.  78 

159.  56 

797.  80 

1,  595.  60 

3.  78 

3 4.  23 

4K*  to  5 years 

(12/1/67) 

40.  68 

81.  36 

162.  72 

813.  60  ' 

1,  627.  20 

3.  80 

2 4.  25 

.5  to  oYi  years 

- (6/1/6S) 

41.  49 

82.  08 

165.  96  , 

829.  80  , 

1,  659.  60 

3.  82 

4.  39 

5Yi  to  G years 

(12/1/68) 

42.  33 

84.  66 

169.  32  ' 

846.  60 

1,693.  20 

3.  84 

4.  42 

6 to  6^2  years 

..(6/1/69) 

43.  20 

86.  40 

172.  80 

864.  00 

1,  728.  00 

3.  86 

4.  46 

GVj  to  7 years 

(12/1/69) 

44.  09 

Sa  18 

176.  36 

881.  80 

1.  763.  60 

3.  88 

4.  51 

7 to  7Yi  years 

(6/1/70) 

4.5.  02 

90.  04 

ISO.  08 

900.  40- 

1,800.  SO 

3.  91 

4.  56 

7Y:  to  8 years 

(12/1/70) 

45.  97 

91.  94 

183.  88 

919.  40 

\,SZS.  80 

3.  ,93 

4.  63 

8 to  8^^  years 

(6/1/71) 

46.  98 

93.  96 

187.  92 

939.  60 

1,879.  20 

3.  96 

4.  69 

8^^  to  9 years 

(12/1/71) 

47.  99 

95.  08 

101.90 

959.  80 

1,919.  60 

3.  98 

4.  81 

U to  years 

(6/1/72) 

49.  U6 

98.  12  1 

190.  24 

981.  20 

1,  962.  40 

4.  00 

4.  99 

9!-^  to  10  years 

(12/1/72) 

50.  15 

100.  30 

200.  00 

1,003.00. 

2,  006.  00 

4.  03 

5.  54 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (20  years  from  original 

malurjfy  dale)*. 

(6/1/73) 

51.54 

103.08 

206.  16  1 

1, 030.  SO 

2.061.60 

M.  10 

' Moiilh.  (Iny.  luxl  year  on  whlcli  issues  of  June  l,  UH3.  enter  cncli  iKrioU.  Forsul>$c<iucnl  issue  months  atid  the  nppropviiUc  number  of  months. 

• Viulcl  (I'om  beginning  of  encli  liair*ycrkr  poiiocl  to  seoml  v.\(en<lcd  mniiirily  aisecoiKl  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  tlic  Duccnibcr  1,  lOU,  revision. 
3 Yield  horn  beginning  ofcncli  l)alf>ycnr  period  to  second  extended  maturity  at  second  extendctl  maturity  value  prior  (o  the  /unc  1,  revision. 

* ID)  years  from  issue  tlitle.  Second  extended  imuurity  value  improved  by  tiK  revision  of  June  1, 19GS. 

> Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  second  extended  maturity  date  is  3.40  percent. 


TABLE  9 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  1943,  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1944 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
50.00 

$75.00 

100.00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,000.  00 

Approximate  investment  yteld 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  tnetcosc  on  first  day  of  ixeriod  shown) 

(2)  On  the  re- 
demption vahic 

(3)  Oncurrontre- 
dcinption  value 
from  bceinning 

Poriod  after  first  extended  maturily 
(beginning  20  years  after  issue  dote) 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

second  extended 
maturity  period 
to  the  beginning 
of  each  half-year 
period  thereafter 

of  eucli  half-year 
period  to  second 
extended 
maturity 

First  Y2  year. 

,'(12/1/63) 

$34.  43 

$68.  86 

$137.  72 

$688.  60 

$1,377.  20 

Percenf 
0.  00 

Percent 

* 3.  75 

to  1 vear,. 

..(6/1/64) 

3.5,  08 

70.  16 

140.  32 

701.  60 

1,  403.  20 

1 3.  78 

* 3.  75 

1 to  1)^T  years 

-02/1/64) 

3.5.  73 

71.  40 

142.  92 

714.  60 

1,429.  20 

3.  74 

» 3.  75 

lY‘  ••0  2 years 

. ..  (6/1/65) 

36.  40 

72.  .SO 

14.5,  00 

7 '28.  00 

1.  4.56.  00 

3.  74 

* 3.  75 

2 to  2Y'  vears 

.(12/1/6.5) 

37.  09 

74.  18 

148.  36 

741.  SO 

1,  483.  60 

3.  70 

» 4.  15 

2Ye  to  3 years 

-(6/1/66) 

37.  70 

7.5.  58 

151.  16 

7.55.  SO 

1,  511.  CO 

3.  76 

3 4.  17 

3 1.0  3Y  ycai-s 

-02/1/66) 

38.  51 

77.  02 

154.  04 

770.  20 

1,  540.  40 

3.  77 

3 4.  20 

‘■iY’  to  4 years 

--(6/1/67) 

30.  25 

78.  .50 

1-57.  00 

785.  00 

1,  570.  00 

3.  78 

s 4.  23 

4 to  4Y:  years 

-02/1/67) 

40.  03 

80.  00 

160.  12 

SOO.  60 

1,  601.  20 

3.  SO 

5 4.  25 

4Y:  to  5 years 

..(6/1/08) 

40.  83 

81.  60 

103.  32 

810.  60 

1,  633.  20 

3.  82 

4.  37 

5 to  5K:  years 

-02/1/6S) 

41'.  65 

83.30 

106.  60 

833.00  j 

1,  666.  00 

3.  84 

4.  41 

5!4  to  G years 

--(6/1/69) 

42.  50 

85.  00 

170.00 

850.  00  1 

1,700.  00 

3.  87 

4.  44 

0 to  Q>Y>  years 

-(12/1/69) 

43.  37 

•SO.  74 

173.  48 

867.  40  1 

1,  734.  SO 

3,  88 

4.  49 

^Yi  to  7 years 

--(6/1/70) 

44.  27 

88.  54 

177.  08 

885.  40 

1,  770.  SO 

3,  90 

4.  53 

7 Lo  7*-^  ycai-s 

.(12/1/70) 

45.  22 

90.  44  1 

180.  88  1 

904.  40  j 

1,808.  SO 

3.  93 

4.  57 

7Yi  to  8 years 

-.(6/1/71) 

46.  18 

92.  36  1 

184.  72  1 

923.  60 

1,  847.  20 

3.  95 

4.  64 

8 to  years 

-(12/1/71) 

47.  18 

94.  36  ' 

188.  72 

943.  60  ; 

1,887.  20 

3.  98 

4.  72 

S)/  to  9 ycai-s 

--(6/1/7-2) 

48.  22 

96.  44 

192.  88 

964.  40 

1,  928.  SO 

4.  00 

4.  82 

9 to  '^Yt  years 

-02/1/72) 

49.  28 

08.  .56 

197.  12  1 

985.60  j 

1,971.  20 

4.  02 

5.  03 

OYi  to  10  years 

..(6/1/73) 

50.  38 

100.  76 

201.  52 

1,  007.  60 

2,015.20 

4.  05 

5.  60 

SECOND  EXTENDED 
MATURITY  VALUE 
(20  years  from  original 
maturily  date)* 

-(12/1/73) 

51.79 

1 

103.  58 

207.  16 

1. 035. 80 

2,071.60 

5 4. 12 

' MoiUli,  day.  .and  year  on  wliicit  issues  of  December  I,  l!M3.  enter  each  pcriotl.  Forsubsetiuent  issue  months  .add  the  appropriolc  numlxcr  of  months. 

* Yield  from  beginning  ofcncli  Imlhycar  period  to  second  cxtciidctl  malurliy  at  second' cnended  maiiirUy  value  prior  to  tlie  December  I.  IOCS,  revision, 
t Yield  from  beginning  of  each  lialf-ycar  period  lo  second  extended  maturity  at  second  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 1063,  revision. 

* 30  yours  from  issue  date.  Second  cxtcmlcd  mnUirily  value  improvcti  by  the  reviskm  of  June  1,  1968. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  lo  second  cxteiulcd  maturity  dot  :'is  3.42  percent. 
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TABLE  10 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1944 


$18.75 

25.00 

$37.  50 
50.00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$7.50.  00 
1,  000.  00 

Denomination. 

10.  00 

yield 

! 

(1)  iledcinpiion  values  during  each  haif-ycai  period 
(values  increase  oii  lirst  day  of  perioti  sliuwn) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  On  ciir- 

Period  after  Tirst  extended 
maturity  (beginning  20 
years  after  issue  date) 

SECOND 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

of  the  sccmul 
cxiemlcd  )iia- 
Uirity  period 
to  llie  begin- 
ning of  each 
half-year 
period  ihcrc- 
atlcr 

tion  value 
from  begin- 
ning of  each 
half-year 
period  to  sec- 
ond cxlcncJcd 
maturity 

First  '/i  year. . 

'(6/1/04) 

$13.  80 

$34.  51 

$69.  02 

$138.  04 

$690.  20 

$1,  380.  40 

PtrceiU 
0.  00 

Percent 

2 3.  7.5 

'/i  to  1 year 

....02/1/64) 

1 14.06 

35.  16 

70.  32 

140.  64 

703.  20 

1,  406.  40 

3.  77 

2 3.  75 

1 to  years.. 

(6/1/05) 

14.  33 

35.  82 

71.  64 

143.  28 

716.  40 

1,  432.  SO 

3.  76 

* 3.  75 

\y>  to  2 years.. 

(12/1/65) 

14.  60 

30.  49 

72.  9S 

145.  96 

729.  SO 

1,  459.  60 

3.  75 

» 4.  15 

2 to  2'/i  years.. 

(6/1/66) 

14.  87 

37.  IS 

74.  36 

148.  72 

743.  60 

j 1.  487.  20 

3.  76 

■ M.  17 

2'A  to  3 years.. 

(12/1/66) 

15.  16 

37.  S9 

75.  78 

151.  56 

757.  SO 

1 1,  515.  60 

3.  77 

» 4.  20 

3 to  years.. 

(6/1/67) 

15.  45 

38.  62 

77.  24 

154.  48 

772.  40 

' 1,  544.  80 

3.  79 

1 » 4.  22 

3|x  to  4 years.. 

(12/1/67) 

15.  75 

39.  37 

78.  74 

157.  48 

787.  40 

1,  574.  80 

3.  80 

» 4.  25 

'4  to  4'/i  years.. 

..-.-(6/1/68) 

16.  06 

40.  16 

80.  32 

160.  64 

803.  20 

.1,  600.  40 

3.  83 

4.  37 

to  years.. 

(12/1/6S) 

16.  38 

40.96 

81.  92 

163.  84 

819.  20 

1,  638.  40 

3.  84 

4.  40 

5 to  years.. 

(6/1/69) 

16.  72 

41.  79 

83.  58 

167.  16 

835.  SO 

1,  671.  60 

3.  87 

4.  44 

to  0 years.. 

(12/1/69) 

17.  06 

42.  65 

85.30 

170.  60 

853.  00 

1 , 706.  00 

3.  89 

4.  48 

0 to  veai-s. 

(6/1/70) 

17.  42 

43.  .54 

87.  08 

174.  16 

870.  SO 

1,  741.  60 

3.91 

4.  51 

to  7 Years.. 

(12/1/70) 

17.  78 

44.  46 

88.  92 

177.  84 

889.  20 

1,  778.  40 

3.  94 

4.  55 

7 to  lYi  years.. 

(6/1/71) 

IS.  16 

45.  40 

90.  80 

181.  60 

908.  00 

1,  816.  00 

3.  96 

4.  61 

lYi  to  8 years. 

(12/1/71) 

18.  55 

46.  37 

92.  74 

185.  48 

927.  40 

1,854.  80 

3.  98 

4.  68 

8 to  years. 

(6/1/72) 

IS.  95 

47.  37 

94.  74 

189.  48 

947.  40 

1,894.  SO 

4.  00 

4.  77 

8K  to  9 years. 

(12/1/72) 

19.  37 

4S.  42 

96.  84 

193.  68 

968,  40 

1.  936.  80 

4.  02 

4.  88 

0 to  9)-$  years. 

(6/1/73) 

19.30 

49.  49 

98.  98 

197.  96 

989.  SO 

1,979.  60 

4.  0.5 

6.  11 

to  10  years 

(12/1/73) 

20.  24  1 

50.  CO 

101.  20 

202.  40 

1,0)2.  00 

2,  024.  00 

4.  07 

5.  73 

SECOND  EXTENDED 
MATURITY  VALUE 
(20  years  from  original 
maturity  date)'.  .(6/ 1/74) 

20.82 

52. 05 

104. 10 

208.  20 

1,041.00 

2, 082.  00 

s 4. 15 

* Moiilli.  (iny,  iiiid  yonr  on  whicli  (Tsui'S  o(  iiinc  I.  I‘.M4,  outer  cnch  i>crio<l.  Koi  $uLr>o<i*ici>1  is$ue  mouths  :ukl  the  npijroprlnto  iiiitnhcr  of  mouths. 

* Yield  from  heftimiiui:  ofcncli  li;df>yo:tr  period  to  Socoiid  c.xlcndod  muiuriiy  at  second  extended  mstiurily  value  prior  to  the  l.)oceiiil>cr  1, 1UG6,  revision. 
> Yiolil  froin  hr|{hiuiui,'  of  cuch  luilf-yexr  period  to  seevml  extended  maturity  at  second  cxivudod  iiiiUurity  value  prior  to  the  June  I,  revision. 

* 30  years  from  is-xiiu  date,  Second  extended  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1.  ItiliS. 

4 Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  second  extended  maturity  date  is  3.43  percent. 


TABLE  11 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  PROM  DECEMBER  1,  1944.  THROUGH  MAY  I,  1945 


Issue  price 

Denomination. 

$7.  50 
10. 00 

1 

$18.75 
25.  00 

1 

$37.50  1 
50.00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1,000. 00 

Approximate  investment  ylotd 

(!)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period  1 

(2)  On  the  re- 

(3)  On'eurrem 

1 

(values  increosc  on 

first  day  of  period  shown) 

demption  value 

rcdcmniion  vuluo 

, from  beginnine 

(beginning  20  years  after  issue  date) 

second  extended 

of  cud)  half-year 

moturity  period 

period  to  second 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

to  the  beginning 

extended 

of  each  half-year 

maturity 

period  thereafter 

1 

Percent 

Ptreent 

First  Yi  year 

..‘(12/1/04) 

$13.  S4 

$34.  59 

$69.  18 

$138.  36 

$691.  80 

$1.  3S3.  60 

0.  00 

3 3.  75 

y to  1 Year 

....(0/1/06) 

14.  10 

35.  24 

70.  48 

140.  96 

704.  80 

1,  409.  60 

3.  76 

* 3.  75 

1 to  ly  years... 

...(12/1/65) 

14.  36 

35.  90 

71.  80 

143.  60  , 

718.  00 

1.  436.  00 

3.  75 

3 4.  15 

VA  to  2 years... 

,...(6/1/66) 

14.  63 

36.  58 

73.  16 

146.  32  ! 

731.  60 

1,  463.  20 

3.  76 

3 4.  17 

2 to  2J--i  years 

...(12/1/06) 

14.  91 

37.  28 

74.  56 

149.  12 

745.  60 

1,  491.  20 

3.  78 

* 4.  19 

2'A  to  3 years 

....(6/1/67); 

15.  20 

38.  00 

70.00 

152.  00 

760.  00 

1,  520.  00 

3.  80 

3 4.  21 

3 to  3y  years 

...(12/1/67) 

15.  50 

38.  74 

77.  48 

154.  96 

774.  80 

1,549.  60 

3.  81 

» 4.  24 

3)^  to  4 years... 

....(6/l/OS): 

15.  80 

39.50 

79.  00 

158.  00 

i 790.  00 

.1,580.  00 

3.  83 

4.  36 

4 to  4H  years... 

...(12/1/68) 

16.  12 

40.  29 

80.  58 

161.  16 

805.  SO  , 

1,  611.  60 

3.  85 

4.  39 

iYz  to  5 years... 

....(6/1/69) 

16.  44 

41.  10 

82.  20 

164.  40 

822.  00  1 

1,644.  00 

3.  87 

4.  43 

5 to  5'A  years... 

...(12/1/69) 

16.  78 

41.  95 

83.  90 

167.  80 

839.  00 

1,678.  00 

3.  90 

4.  46 

5Yi  to  6 years... 

....(6/1/70), 

17.  12 

42.81 

85.  02 

171.  24 

856.  20 

1,712.  40 

3.  91 

4.  49 

6 to  6)^  years... 

...(12/1/70) 

17.  48 

43.  71 

87.  42 

174.  84 

874.  20 

1,748.  40 

3.  94 

4.  53 

Oy  to  7 Years... 

....(6/1/71) 

17.  85 

44.  63 

89.  26 

17a  52 

892.  60 

1,  785.  20 

3.  96 

4.  58 

7 to  7H  years... 

...(12/1/71) 

18.  23 

45.  58 

91.  16 

182.  32 

911.  60 

1,823.  20 

3.  98 

4.  63 

7t^  to  S years... 

...,(6/1/72) 

18.  63 

46.  57 

93.  14  1 

186.  28 

931.  40 

1,  862.  80 

4.  00 

4.  69 

-8  to  years... 

...(12/1/72) 

19.  03 

47.  57 

95.  14  I 

190.  28 

951.  40 

1,  902.  80 

4.  02 

4.  79 

8'A  to  9 years 

....(6/1/73) 

19.  45 

48.  63 

97.  26 

194.  52 

972.  60 

1,  945.  20 

4.  05 

4.  90 

9 to  9)1  years... 

...(12/1/73) 

19.  88 

49.  69 

99.  38  1 

198.  76 

993.  80 

1,  987.  60 

4.  07 

5.  17 

9K  to  10  years.. 

....(6/1/74) 

20.  32 

50.  81 

101.  62  1 

203.  24 

1,016.  20 

2,  032.  40 

4.  09 

5.  83 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MA-  : 

TURITY  VALUE  (20  j 

years  from  original  ma» 

turity  date) 

*..(12/1/74) 

20.  92 

52. 29 

104.58 

209.  16 

1>  045.  80 

2,091.60 

»4.18 

■ Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  issues  of  December  1, 1944,  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

• Yield  from  beginning  of  cncli  half-year  period  to  second  extended  maturity  at  second  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  tiic  December  1,  1065,  revision. 

3 Yield  from  beginning  of  each  half-year  period  to  second  extended  maturity  at  second  cxlcndod  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 10G8,  revision. 
*30  years  from  issue  dale.  Second  c.xlcndcd  maturity  value  improved  by  tlie  revision  of  June  1, 19G8. 

4 Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  data  to  second  extended  maturity  date  is  3.45  percent. 
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TABLE  12 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUES  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1945 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$7.50 
10.  00 

$18.  75 
25.  00 

$37. 50 
50.  00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$150. 00 
200. 00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,  000.  00 

Approximate  Investment 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 
value  at  start 

(3)  On  cur- 
rent rcdcinp- 

Period  after  first  extended 
maturity  (beginning  20 
years  alter  issue  date) 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

of  the  second 
extended  ma- 
turity period 
to  the  begin- 
ning of  each 
half-year 
period  there- 
after 

tion  value 
from  begin- 
ning of  each 
half-year 
period  to  sec- 
ond extended 
maturity 

First  H ye-'vr 

..‘(6/1/65) 

$13.  87 

$34.  68 

S69.  36 

$13R  72 

$277.  44 

$693.  60 

$1,  387.  20 

Pefcenl 
0.  00 

Pertent 
* 3.  75 

to  1 year 

-(12/1/65) 

14.  13 

35.  33 

70.  66 

141.  32 

282.  64 

706.  60 

1,  413.  20 

3.  75 

* 4.  15 

1 to  V/{  years 

--(6/1/66) 

14.  40 

36.  00 

72.  00 

144.  00 

288.  00 

720.  00 

1,  440.  00 

3.  77 

3 4.  17 

IK  to  2 years 

.(12/1/66) 

14.  68 

3a  69 

73.  38 

146.  76 

293.  52 

733.  80 

1.  467.  60 

3.  79 

* 4.  19 

2 to  2}<  years 

--(6/ 1/67) 

14.  96 

37.  40 

74.  80 

140.  60 

299.  20 

748.  00 

1,  496.  00 

3.  81 

5 4.  21 

2^  to  3 years 

.(12/1/67) 

15.  25 

3$  12 

7a  24 

152.  48 

304.  96 

762.  40 

1,  524.  80 

3.  82 

» 4.  23 

3 to  Z]fi  years 

-(6/1/68) 

lo.  o5 

38.  87 

77.  74 

155.  48 

310.  96 

777.  40 

1,  554.  80 

3.  84 

4.  35 

3H  to  4 vears 

-(12/1/68) 

15.  86 

39.  65 

79.  30 

158.  60 

317.  20 

793.  00 

1,  586.  00 

3.  86 

4.  38 

4 to  4]fi  vears 

-(6/1/69) 

16.  18 

40.  45 

80.  90 

161.  80 

323.  60 

809.  00 

1.  618  00 

3.  88 

4.  41 

to  5 years 

.(12/1/69) 

16.  51 

41.  27 

82.  54 

165.  08 

330.  16 

825.  40 

1,  650.  80 

3.  90 

4.  44 

5 to  5'/i  vears 

..(6/1/70) 

16.  85 

42.  12 

84.  24 

168.  48 

336.  96 

842.  40 

1,  684.  80 

3.  93 

4.  47 

5y  to  6 years 

.(12/1/70) 

17.  20 

42.  99 

85.  98 

171.  96 

343.  92 

859.  SO 

1,  719.  60 

3.  94 

4.  51 

6 to  O'A  years 

--(6/1/71) 

17.  .56 

43.  89 

87.  78 

175.  56 

351.  12 

877.  80 

1.  755.  60 

3.  96 

4.  55 

^Vz  to  7 years - 

-(12/1/71) 

17.  93 

44.  82 

89.  64 

170.  28 

358  56 

896.  40 

1,  792.  80 

3.  99 

4.  60 

7 to  7^^  years 

..(6/1/72) 

18.  31 

45.  78 

91.  56 

183.  12 

366.  24 

915.  60 

1.  831.  20 

4.  01 

4.  65 

I'A  to  8 years .... 

-(12/1/72) 

la  71 

46.  77 

9a  54 

187.  08 

374.  16 

935.  40 

1,  870.  80 

4.  03 

4.  72 

S to  8)^  years, 

..(6/1/73) 

19.  12 

47.  79 

9a  58 

191  16 

382.  32 

955.  80 

1,  911.  60 
1,  953,  60 

4.  05 

4 80 

8>i  to  9 years 

.(12/1/73) 

19.  54 

48.  84 

97.  as 

105.  36 

390.  72 

976.  80 

4.  07 

4.  94 

9 to  9>^  years 

.,(6/1/74) 

19.  97 

49.  92 

99.  $4 

199.  68 

399.  36 

998  40 

1,996.  SO 

4.  09 

5.  20 

to  10  years... 

,(12/1/74) 

20.  42 

51.  04 

102.  08 

204.  16 

408  32 

I,  020.  80 

2,  041,  60 

4.  n 

5.  92 

SECOND  EXTENDED 
MATURITY 
VALUE  (20  years 
from  original  ma- 
turity date)*. .,(6/1/75) 

21.02 

52.  55 

105. 10 

210. 20 

420.40 

h 051.00 

2.102.00 

® 4.20 

* MolUlt.  day.  and  year  on  which  issues  o(  June  l,  104S,  enter  each  period-  Forsubsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

> Yield  from  bugimilniiofcauh  halhyear  period  to  second  extended  nmiuriiy  ut  second  esiended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1, 196£,  revision, 
s Yield  from  beginning  of  each  hnlhyear  period  to  second  extended  maturity  at  siicond  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 1068,  revision. 

* 30  years  from  issue  date.  Second  extended  ninturiiy  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 1068. 

^ Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  lo  second  extended  maturity  date  is  3.46  pereeot. 


TABLE  13 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1. 1945.  THROUGH  MAY  1. 1946 


Issue  price 

$7.50 

$18. 75 

$37. 50 

$75.  00 

$150.  00 

$375.  00 

$750.00 

Approxiinato  investment 

Denomination 

10.  00 

25.  00 

50.  00 

100.  00 

200.00 

500.  00 

1,  000.  00 

yield 

(1)  1 

Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 

(2)  On  the 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  sliown) 

redemption 

0)  On  enr* 

maturity  (beginning  20 

extended  ma- 

from  begin- 

years  after  issue  date) 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

lo  the  begin- 

half-year 

nine  of  each 

period  to  see- 

half-year 

ond  extended 

period  there- 

maturity 

after 

Percent 

J*erec?U 

First  A year-  ... 

'(12/1/6.5) 

$13.  91 

$34.  77 

$69.  54 

$139.  08 

$278  16 

$695.  40 

$1,  390.  80 

0.  00 

* 4.  15 

A to  1 vear 

--(6/1/66) 

14.  20 

35.  49 

70.  98 

141.  96 

283.  92  I 

709.  80 

1,419.  60 

4.  14 

* 4.  15 

1 to  1>{  years 

.(12/1/66) 

14.  49 

36.  23 

72.  46 

144.  92 

289.  84 

724.  60 

1,  449.  20 

4.  16 

® 4.  15 

lA  to  2 years 

..(6/1/67) 

14.  79 

36.  98 

73.96 

147.  92 

298  84  ! 

739.  60  : 

1,479.  20 

4.  15 

* 4.  15 

2 to  2A  years 

-02/1/67) 

15.  10  1 

37.  75 

7.5.  50 

I5I.  00 

302.  00 

755.  00 

1.  510.  00 

4.  15 

» 4.  15 

2A  to  3 years 

-(6/1/68) 

15. 41 ; 

38.  53 

77.  06 

1-54.  12 

308  24 

770.  60 

1.  541.  20 

4.  15 

4.  25 

3 to  ZA  years 

.(12/1/68) 

15.  73 

39.  33 

78.  66 

157.  32 

314.  64 

780  60 

1,  573  20 

4.  15 

4.  26 

ZA  to  4 years 

..(6/1/69) 

16.  06 

40.  15  : 

80.  30 

160.  60 

321.  20 

803.  00 

1.  606  00 

4.  15 

4 26 

4 to  iA  years 

-02/1/69) 

16.  39 

40.  98  1 

81.  96 

163.  92 

327.  84 

819.  60 

1,  639.  20 

4.  15 

4.  28 

4A  to  5 years 

..(6/1/70) 

16.  73 

41.  83  ! 

83.  66 

167.  32 

334.  64 

836.  60 

1,  673.  20 

4.  15 

4.  29 

5 to  Z'/z  years 

.(12/1/70) 

17.  08 

42.  70 

86.  40 

170.  80 

341.  60 

854.  00 

1,  708  00 

4.  15 

4.  30 

5A  to  6 years 

-(6/1/71) 

17.  43 

43.  58 

87.  16 

174.  32 

348  64 

871.  60 

1,  743.  20 

4.  15 

4.  32 

6 to  ZA  years 

.(12/1/71) 

17.  80 

44.  49 

88  98 

177.  96 

358  92 

889.  80 

1,  779.  60 

4.  15 

4 34 

(>A  to  7 years 

..(6/1/72) 

18  16 

45.  41 

90.  82 

181.  64 

363.  28 

908  20 

1,  S16.  40 

4.  15 

4.  37 

7 to  1A  years 

-(12/1/72) 

18  54  , 

46.  35 

92.  70 

185.  40 

370  80 

927.  00 

1,  854.  00 

4.  15 

4.  40 

7A  to  8 years 

-(6/1/73) 

1&  92 

47.  31 

94.  62 

189.  24 

378  48 

946.  20 

1,  892.  40 

4.  15 

4 46 

8 to  8A  years 

.(12/1/73) 

19.  32 

48  30 

96.  60 

198  20 

386.  40 

960  00 

1,  932.  00 

4.  15 

1 4 52 

8A  to  9 years 

..(6/1/74) 

19.  72  ! 

49.  30 

98  60 

197.  20 

394.  40 

986.  00 

1,972.  00 

4.  15 

1 4.  65 

9 to  9)^  years 

- (12/1/74) 

20.  13 

50.  32 

100.  64 

201.  28 

402.  56 

1,  006.  40 

2,  012.  80 

4.  15 

4.  91 

to  10  years 

--(6/1/75) 

20.  55 

51.  37 

102.  74 

205.  48 

410  96 

1,  027.  40 

2,  054.  80 

4.  15 

8 65 

SECOND  EXTENDED  I 

MATURITY 

VALUE  (20  years 

from  original 

ma* 

turity  date)’.. 

-(12/1/75) 

21.13 

52.  82 

105.  64 

211.28 

422.  56 

L 056.40 

2, 112.80 

*4.23 

» bfonth,  day,  and  year  on  whicli  issues  of  December  1,  1945,  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  odd  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
X Yield  from  beginning  of  each  half-year  period  to  second  extended  maturity  at  second  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  1968,  revisiou. 

* 30  years  from  issue  date.  Second  extended  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revi^n  o(  Juno  1, 1968. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  second  extended  maturity  date  is  3.48  percent. 
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TABLE  14 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1946 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$7.50 
10.  00 

$18. 75 
25.  00 

$37.  SO 
50.00 

! $75.00 
100.00 

$150.00  1 
200.  00 

$375. 00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1,000.  00 

Approximato  Investment 
yield 

0)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  sliown) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  On  cur- 

Tcrlod  after  first  extended 
jnnturity  (beginning  20 
years  after  issue  date) 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

of  the  second 
extended  ma- 
turity period 
to  the  begin- 
ning of  each 
half-year 
jicriod  there- 
after 

tion  value 
from  begin- 
ning of  each 
half-year 
period  to  sec- 
ond extended 
maturity 

First  ^ year 

..‘(6/1/66) 

$ia  97 

$34.  92 

$69.  84 

$139.  68 

$279.  36 

$698.40 

$1,  396.  80 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 
2 4.  15 

^ to  1 year 

.(12/1/66) 

14.  26 

35  64 

71.  28 

142.  56 

285.  12 

712.  80 

1,  425.  60 

4.  12 

2 4 15 

1 to  VA  years 

-(6/1/67) 

14.  55 

36.  38 

72.  76 

145.  52 

291.  04 

727.  60 

1,  455  20 

4 14 

2 4 15 

IM  to  2 years 

-(12/1/67) 

14.  86 

37.  14 

74.  28 

148.  50 

297.  12 

742.  SO 

1,  485.  60 

4.  15 

2 4 15 

2 to  2'A  years 

--(6/1/68) 

15  16 

37.  91 

75.  82 

151.  64 

303.  28 

758.  20 

1,  516.  40 

4.  15 

4 25 

2 A to  3 years 

.(12/1/68). 

15  48 

38.  70 

77.  40 

154.  SO 

300.  60 

774.  00 

1,  548.  00 

4.  15 

4.  26 

3 to  3Jr<  years 

..(6/1/60) 

15  SO 

39.  50 

79.  00 

158.  00 

310.  00 

790,  00 

1,  580.  00 

4.  15 

4.  27 

3'A  to  4 years 

-(12/1/C9) 

16.  13 

46  32 

SO  64 

101.  28 

322.  56 

800.  40 

1,  612.  SO 

4.  15 

4.  28 

4 to  iA  years 

..(6/1/70) 

16  46 

41.  16 

82.  32 

164.  64 

329.  28 

823.  20 

1,  646.  40 

4.  15 

4.  28 

iA  to  5 years 

-(I2/I/70) 

16.  80 

42.  01 

84.  02 

168.  04 

336  OS 

840.  20 

1,  680.  40 

4.  15 

4 30 

5 to  5^^  years 

--(6/1/71) 

17.  15 

42.  SS 

85.  76 

171.  52 

343.  04  i 

857.  60  1 

1,715  20 

4.  15 

4 31 

5 A to  6 years 

.(12/1/71)  ; 

17.  51 

43.  77 

87.  54 

175.  08 

350  16  1 

875.  40  i 

1,  750.  80 

4.  15 

4.  33 

b to  years 

..(6/1/72) 

17.  87 

44.  68 

89.  30 

178.  72 

357.  44  j 

893.  60  ' 

1,  787.  20 

4.  15 

4 35 

to  7 years,..- 

.(12/1/72)  ' 

IS.  24 

45  61 

91.  22 

182.  44 

364.  SS 

912.  20 

1,  824.  40 

4.  15 

4 38 

7 to  7 A years. 

-(6/1/73)  , 

IS.  62 

46.  55 

98  10 

ISO  20 

372.  40 

931.  00 

1,  862.  00 

4.  15 

4 42 

7)<^  to  8 years 

.(12/1/73) 

19.  01 

47.  52 

95  04 

190  08 

380.  16 

950.40 

1,  900.  80 

4.  15 

4.  48 

S to  S>$  years 

.-(6/1/74) 

19.  40 

48.  50 

97.  00 

194.  00 

388.  00 

970.  00 

1,  940.  00 

4.  15 

4.  56 

,8K  to  9 years 

-(12/1/7-1) 

19.  SO 

49.  51 

99.02 

198.  04 

396.  08 

990.  20  : 

1,  9S0.  40 

4.  15 

4 70 

9 to  9><  years 

--(6/1/75) 

20.  22 

50.  54 

101.  OS 

202.  16 

404.  32 

1,  010.  SO 

2,  021.  60 

4.  15 

4 96 

9M  to  10  years... 

.(12/1/75) 

20.  04 

51.  59 

103.  18 

206.  36 

412.  72 

1,  031.  SO 

2,  063.  60 

4 15 

5.  78 

SECOND  EXTENDED 
MATURITY 
VALUE  (20  years 
from  original  ma« 
lurity  date)*,.. (6/ 1/76) 

21.23 

53.08 

106. 16 

212. 32 

424.64 

1,061.60 

2,  123.  20 

M.23 

‘ Month,  day.  and  year  on  which  issues  of  June  f.  enter  each  period-  For  subsequent  Issue  moiUlis  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

* Yield  from  boginninpof  each  half-year  iieriod  to  second  esiendcd  niauiriiy  at  second  oxlendcd  maturity  value  prior  to  the  Juno  1, 1903,  rOTiSion. 
> 30  years  from  issue  date.  Second  e.\tended  niniuriiy  vnlue  Improved  by  the  revision  of  Juno  1, 190S. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  second  extended  maturity  date  is  3.00  percent. 


TABLE  15 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  1946.  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1947 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$7.  50 
10.  00 

$18.  75 
25. 00 

$37.  50 
50.00 

$75. 00 
100.00 

$150. 00 
200. 00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1,000. 00 

Approximate  InvcsimmiC 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  Arst  day  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 
value  ni  start 

(3)  On  cur- 
rent  rcdcinp- 

Period  after  fust  extended 
maturity  (bcgimiing  20 
years  afKx-  issue  date) 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

of  the  second 
extended  ma- 
turity  period 
to  the  begin- 
ning of  each 
hiiif-year 
period  there- 
after 

tion  value 
from  Ircgin- 
ning  of  cacli 
half-year 
period  CO  sec- 
ond extended 
maturity 

First  A ycflf 

'(12/1/66) 

$14  03 

$35.  08 

$70.  16 

$140.  32 

$280.  64 

8701.  60 

$1,  403.  20 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 
4.  15 

A to  1 year 

-.(6/1/67) 

14.  32 

35.  81 

71.  62 

143.  24 

286.  48 

716.  20 

1.  432.  40 

4.  16 

4.  15 

1 to  lA  years 

-(12/1/67) 

14  62 

36.  55 

73.  10 

146.  20 

292.  40 

731.  00 

1,  462.  00 

4.  15 

4.  15 

i'A  to  2 years 

--(6/1/68) 

14  92 

37.31 

74.  62 

149.  24 

29a  48 

746.  20 

1,492.  40 

4.  15 

4.  25 

2 to  2'A  years 

.(12/1/68) 

15.  23 

3a  08 

76.  16 

152.  32 

304.  64 

761.  60 

1,523.  20 

4.  15 

4.  26 

2A  to  3 ycai'S 

..(6/1/69) 

15.  55 

3a  87 

77.  74 

155.  48 

310.  96 

777.  40 

1,  554.  80 

4.  15 

4.  27 

3 to  VA  years 

.(12/1/69) 

15.  87 

39.  68 

79.  36 

158.  72 

317.  44 

793.  60 

1,  587.  20 

4.  15 

4.  27 

3A  to  4 years 

--(6/1/70) 

16.  20 

40.  50 

81.00 

162.  00 

324.  00 

810.  00 

1.  620.  00 

4.  15 

4.  28 

4 to  iA  years 

.(12/1/70) 

16.  54 

41.  34 

82.  68 

165.  36 

330.  72 

826.  80 

1,653.  60 

4.  15 

4.  30 

4A  to  5 years 

-(6/1/71) 

16.  88 

42.  20 

84.  40 

168.  80 

337.  60 

844.  00 

1,  688.  00 

4.  15 

4.  31 

5 to  5A  years 

.(12/1/71) 

17.  23 

43.  OS 

80.  10 

172.  32 

344.  64 

861.  60 

1,  723.  20 

4.  15 

4.  32 

5'A  to  6 years 

-(0/1/72) 

17.  59 

43.  97 

87.  94 

175.  88 

351.  78 

879.  40 

1,  758.  80 

4.  15 

4.  34 

6 to  VA  years 

.(12/1/72) 

17.  95 

44.  88 

89.  76 

179.  53 

359.  04 

897.  60 

1,  795.  20 

4.  15 

4.  37 

Q'A  to  7 years 

..(6/1/73) 

18.  33 

45.  82 

91.  64 

183.  28 

366.  56 

916.  40 

1,832.  80 

4.  15 

4.  39 

7 to  7'A  years 

.(12/1/73) 

18.  71 

46.  77 

93.  54 

187.08 

374.  16 

935.  40 

1.  870.  80 

4.  15 

4.  44 

7)<  to  8 years 

-(6/1/74) 

19.  10 

47.  74 

95.  48 

190.  96 

381.  92 

954.  80 

1,  909.  60 

4.  15 

4.  49 

8 to  years 

-(12/1/74) 

19.  49 

48.  73 

97.  46 

194.  92 

389.  84 

974.  GO 

1,  949.  20 

4.  15 

4.  58 

to  9 years 

..(6/1/75) 

19.  90 

49.  74 

99.  48 

198.  90 

397.  92 

994.  80 

1.  989.  60 

4.  15 

4.  73 

9 to  OA  years 

-(12/1/75) 

20.  31 

50.  77 

101.  54 

203.  08 

406.  16 

1,015.  40 

2.  030.  80 

4.  15 

5.  02 

VA  to  10  years 

-.(6/1/76) 

20.  73 

51.82 

103.  64 

207.  28 

414.  56 

1.  036.  40 

2,  072.  80 

4.  15 

5.  91 

SECOND  EXTENDED 
MATURITY  VALUE 
(20  years  from  original 
maturity 

date)’ (12/1/76) 

21.34 

53.35 

106.70 

213.  40 

426.  SO 

1,067.00 

2, 134.00 

M.24 

> Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  issues  of  December  1, 1046,  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
3 Yield  from  beginninB  of  each  half-year  picriod  to  second  extended  maturity  at  second  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 196S,  revision. 

3 30  years  from  issue  date.  Second  extended  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 1068. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  dale  to  second  extended  maturity  dale  is  3.52  percent. 
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TABLE  16 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  I THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1.  1947 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$7.  50 
10.00 

$18.75 

25.00 

$37.  50 
SO.  00 

$75.00 

100.00 

1 

$1.50.00 
200.00  ^ 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1,  000.  00 

Approx'imatft  investment 
yield 

0)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  incrca.se  on  lirst  day  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 
value  at  start 

(3)  On  cur- 
rent redemp- 

Period  after  first  extended 
maturity  (beginning  20  ! 

years  after  issue  date) 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

of  the  second 
extended  ma- 
turity period 
to  the  begin- 
ning of  each 
))alf-yc.nr 
period  there- 
after 

lion  value 
from  begin- 
ning of  I'ach 
half-year 
period  to  sec- 
ond extended 
maturity 

Finst  K year 

-'(0/1/67) 

$14,  09 

$3.5.  23 

$70.  46 

$140.  92 

•$2S1.  .94 

$704.  60 

Ll,  409.  20 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 
* 4.  15 

to  1 VCflf 

.(12/1/07) 

J4.  3S 

3.5.  96 

71.  92 

143.  S4 

287.  68 

719.  20 

1,  438.  40 

4.  14 

2 4.  15 

1 to  iy>  years 

-.(6/1/6S) 

14.  6S 

36.  71 

73.  42 

146.  S4 

293.  68 

734.  20 

1,  468.  40 

4.  16 

4.  25 

!'/•  to  2 years 

-(12/1/6S) 

14.  99 

37.  47 

j 74.  94 

149.  S8 

299.  76 

749.  40 

1,  498.  SO 

1 4.  15 

4.  26 

2 to  2y  vears 

-.(6/1/69) 

1.5.  30 

3S.  2.5 

1 76.  50 

153.  00 

306.  00 

705.  00 

1,  530.  00 

4.  15 

4.  26 

2‘A  to  :i  years 

.(I2/I/C9) 

lo.  62 

30.  04 

' 7S.  OS 

; 156.  16 

312.  32 

780.  80 

1,  561.  60 

' 4.  15 

4.  27 

:i  to  '-iA  years 

--(6/  /70) 

1.5.  04 

39.  So 

79.  70 

150.  40 

318.  80 

797.  00 

1,  594.  00 
1,  627.  20 

4.  15 

4.  28 

3A  to  4 years 

.(J  2/1/70) 

16.  27 

40.  68 

SI.  36 

162.  72 

325.  44 

813.  60 

4.  15 

4.  20 

4 to  AA  years 

-.(6/1/71) 

10.  61 

41.  52 

S3.  04 

166.  OS 

332.  16 

830.  40 

1,  660.  80 

4.  15 

4.  31 

4/i  to  0 years 

-(12/1/71) 

1 6.  95 

42.  38 

84.  70 

! 169.  52 

339.  04 

847.  60 

1,  69.5.  20 

4.  15 

4.  32 

5 to  'iAi  years 

- - (6/1/72) 

17.  30 

43.  26 

' S6.  52 

173.04 

346.  08 

86-5.  20  ' 

1,730.  40 

4.  15  1 

4.  34 

.VA  to  6 vears. -- 

-(12/1/72) 

17.  66 

44.  16 

8S.  32 

176.  64 

353.  28 

883.  20 

1,7GG.  40 

4.  15 

4.  36 

()  to  &A  years 

-- (6/1/78) 

18.  03 

45.  OS 

90.  16 

: 180.  32 

360.  64 

901.  60 

1,  803.  20 

4,  1.5  ! 

4.  38 

CJ.^  to  7 years... 

-(12/1/73) 

IS.  40 

46.  01 

92.  02 

184.  04 

36-S.  08 

020.  20 

1,  840.  40 

4.  15  i 

4.  42 

7 to  lA  ycai^-,- 

--(6/1/74) 

IS.  79 

46.  97 

93.  94 

IS7.  88 

375.  76 

939.  40 

1.  878.  SO 

4.  15  , 

4.  46 

lA  to  .8  years 

-(12/1/74) 

19.  IS 

47.  94. 

95.  SS 

I9l.  70 

3.S3.  52 

958.  SO 

1,  917.  60 

4.  \r, 

4.  52 

8 to  8^^  years. -- 

..(6/1/75) 

19.  58 

48.  94 

97.  SS 

195.  76 

391.  52 

978.  SO 

1,  957.  Cl) 

4.  15  ' 

4.  61 

V/i  to  9 years... 

.(12/1/75) 

10.  98 

49.  05 

99.  90 

190.  80 

309.  60 

999.  00 

1,  90S,  00 

4.  15 

4.  77 

0 to  OA  years... 

..(6/1/76) 

20.  40 

50.  99 

lOl.  08 

203.  06 

407.  92 

1,019.80 

2.  039,  60 

4.  15 

5.  07 

9M  to  10  years,. 

-(12/1/76) 

20,  82 

52.  05  1 

104.  10 

208.  20 

416.  40 

1,  041.  00 

2,  082.  00 

4.  15 

5.  99 

SECOND  EXTENDED 
MATURITY  VALUE 
(20  years  from  original 
maturity  date)’.(6/l/77) 

21.  44 

53.61 

107. 22 

214.  44 

428.  88 

1,  072.  20 

2.  144.  40  < 

1 

‘ 4.  24 

I Montli,  dny,  and  yeoron  whloh  issues  of  Juno  1, 1047.  oncer  cacU  period.  For  subsoquont  Issue  tnoitUis  add  the  approprinic  number  of  months, 
i Vlold  from  beginning  of  each  hnlf*yoar  period  to  second  extended  maturity  at  second  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  Juno  1, 1968,  revision. 
> 30  years  from  issue  date.  Second  extenaed  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revl^on  of  June  1,  1908. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  dace  to  second  extended  maturity  date  is3.$3  percent. 


TABLE  17 


DONDS  DEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMDER  1.  1947.  THROUGH  MAY  1.  1948 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$7.  50 
10.  00 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75.00 
100. 00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,000.  00 

Appro.xliiml.e  investment 
yield 

(I)  Redcmplicn  values  during  eacii  half-year  iKriod 
(values  increase  on  Aisi  <lay  of  pcriorl  shown) 

(2)  On  tlio 
redemption 

(3)  On  cur- 
rent  rcdenip- 

I'eriod  after  dr.st  exiciided 
nmlurlly  (iK'giiiniiig  VU 
years  alter  issue  date) 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

of  Uin  second 
e.xtcmii.'il  ma- 
turity ueriod 
lo  the  begin- 
nhiR  of  oneli 
half-year 
period  llierc- 
afior 

lion  vnhie 
from  begin- 
ning of  each 
half-year 
periorl  to  .si'C- 
omi  exiciutcd 
maturity 

First  'A  voar '(12/1/07) 

$14,  16 

$35.  30 

$70.  78 

$141.  56 

$283.  12 

$707.  80 

$1,  415.  60 

Perccnl 
0,  00 

Pereeiil 

4.  15 

A:  to  1 voar (6/1/68) 

14.  45 

36.  I2‘ 

72.  2-1 

144.  48 

288.  06 

722.  40 

1,444.  80 

4.  13 

4.  25 

1 10  V,i  years (12/1/OS) 

l -l.  75 

36.  87 

73.  74 

147.  48 

294.  96 

737.  40 

1,  474.  80 

4.  14 

4.  26 

\A  (0  2 voar-s (6/1/69) 

1.5,  06 

37.  64 

75.  28 

150.  56 

301.  12 

752.  80 

1,  505.  60 

4.  15 

4.  26 

2 lo  2A;  vears (12/1/09) 

1.5.  37 

38.  42 

76.  84 

153.  68 

307.  36 

708.  40 

1,  .536.  80 

4.  15 

4.  27 

2A  to  3 vears ((r/l/70) 

1 5-  69 

39.  22 

78.  44 

156.  88 

313.  76 

784.  40 

1,  508.  80 

4.  15 

4.  28 

3 (o  31--!  vcai'-s (12/1/70) 

16.  01 

40.  03 

80.  06 

160.  12 

320.  24 

800.  60 

1.  601.  20 

4.  15 

4.  29 

3'/  t-o  4 year.s (6/1/71) 

16.  34 

40.  86 

81.  72 

163.  44 

326.  88 

817.  20 

1,634.  40 

4.  15 

4.  30 

4 lo  A'A  vears (12/1/7!) 

1 6.  68 

41.  71 

83.  12 

166.  84 

333.  68 

834.  20 

1,608.  40 

4.  15 

4.  31 

4>t  1.0  5 vears (0/1/72) 

17.  03 

42.  58 

85.  16 

170.  32 

340.  04 

851.  60 

1,  703.  20 

4.  15 

4.  32 

5 to  ‘)Ai  vear.s (12/1/72) 

17.  38 

4.3.  46 

86.  92 

173.  84 

347.  68 

869.  20 

1,  73a  40 

4.  15 

4.  34 

5>2  to  (>  vears (0/1/73) 

17.  74 

44.  36 

88.  72 

177.  44 

354.  88 

887.  20 

1, 774.  -10 

4.  15 

4.  36 

6 to  i\A:  years (12/1/73) 

18.  11 

45.  28 

90.  56 

181.  12 

362.  24 

905.  GO 

1, 811.  20 

4.  15 

4.  39 

O'/^j  to  7 vears (6/1/74) 

18.  49 

46.  22 

92.  44 

184.  88 

369.  76 

924.  40 

1,  848.  SO 

4.  15 

4.  42 

7 to  7/:  vear.$ (12/1/74) 

18.  87 

47.  18 

04.  30 

188.  72 

377.  44 

943.  60 

i,  887.  20 

4.  15 

4.  47 

7A  to  S vears (G/i/75) 

1 0.  26 

48.  16 

06.  32 

192.  64 

385.  28 

963.  20 

1,  926.  40 

4.  15 

4.  53 

8 to  8A  yoar.s (12/1/75) 

10.  66 

40.  16 

08.  32 

196.  64 

393.  28 

983.  20 

1,  966.  40 

4.  15 

4.  63 

8A  to  9 vears (6/1/76) 

20.  07 

.50.  IS 

100.  36 

200.  72 

401.  44 

1,003.  60 

2.  007.  20 

4.  15 

4.  79 

9 l;o  dA  years (12/1/76) 

20.  49 

51.  22 

102.  44 

204.  88 

409.  76 

1,024.  40 

2,  048.  80 

4.  15 

5.  11 

9'/.  to  .10  years (0/1/77) 

20.  01. 

52.  28 

104.  56 

209.  12 

418.  24 

1,045.  60 

2,  091.  20 

4,  15 

6.  OS 

SECOND  EXTENDED 
MATURITY  VALUE 
(20  years  from  original 
inaturily 

daleF ...(12/1/77) 

21.  55 

53.  87 

107.74 

215.48 

430.  96 

1,077.  40 

2,  154.80 

* 4.  25 

' Month,  day.  and  year  on  wliieli  issues  of  December  I.  1947,  «-nler  cadi  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  inoiulis. 
2 Yield  from  beginning  of  cadi  half-year  period  to  second  c.xCvndvd  maturity  at  second  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  I,  I9CS,  revision. 

2 30  years  from  i.ssue  dale.  .Second  extended  maiiiriiy  viilne  im|>rovcd  by  the  revision  of  June  I,  1968. 

• Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  second  cxecitded  maturity  date  Is  3.56  iwrccnt. 
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TABLE  18 


BONDS  BBARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  I THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1948 


S7.  50 
10.  00 

$18.  75 
25.  00. 

$37.  50 
50.00 

$75. 00 
100.  00 

$150.  00 
200. 00 

$375.00 
500. 00 

$750.  00 
1,000. 00 

Approximate  investment 

(2)  On  the  re- 

(3)  On  cur- 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  eacii  Imlf-ycar  period 

demption 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  sliown) 

value  at  start 
of  each 
extended  ina- 

rent  redemp- 
tion value 
from  begin- 

(bcBlnnlng  10  years  after  issue  date) 

turily  period 
to  the  begin- 

ning  of  each 

half-year 

ning  of  each 

period  (a)  to 

FIRST  EXTENDED  MATORITY  PERIOD 

half-year 

nrst  extended 

period 

thereafter 

maturity 

First  Yz  year 

Percent 

Percent 

-‘(6/1/58) 

$10.  00 

$2.5.  00 

$50.  00 

$100.  00 

$200.  00 

$500.  00 

$1,000.  00 

0.  00 

2 3.  00 

H to  1 yctir 

(12/1/58) 

10.  1.5 

25.  37 

50.  75 

101.  50 

203.  00 

507.  50 

1,  015.  00 

3.  00 

’ 3.  00 

1 to  Ui  yc.Trs 

-(6/1/59) 

10.  30 

7.5 

51.  50 

103.  00 

206.  00 

515.  00 

1,030.  00 

2.  98 

3.  50 

to  2 years 

(12/1/59) 

10.  46 

20.  14 

52.  28 

104.  56 

209.  12 

522.  80 

1,  045.  60 

2.  99 

3.  53 

2 to  2Y  yenrs 

.(0/1/60) 

10.  Gl 

26.  52 

53.  04 

106.  08 

212.  16 

530.  40 

1,060.  80 

2.  97 

3.  57 

to  3 years 

(12/1/00) 

10.  77 

26.  93 

53.80 

107.  72 

215.  44 

538.  60 

1,  077.  20 

3.  00 

3.  60 

3 to  3'/i  years 

- (6/1/61) 

10.  94 

27.  36 

54.  72 

100.  44 

218.  88 

547.  20 

1,  094.  40 

3.  03 

3.  63 

3Y  to  4 years 

(12/1/01) 

11.  12 

27.  80 

55.  60 

111.  20 

222.  40 

556.  00 

1,  112.  00 
1,  129.  GO 

3.  06 

3.  66 

4 to  years 

-(6/1/02) 

11.  30 

28.  24 

56.  48 

llZ  96 

225.  92 

564.  80 

3.  07 

3.  70 

to  5 years 

(12/1/62) 

11.  48 

28.  69 

57.  38 

114.  70 

229,  52 

573.  SO 

1,  147.  60 

3.  08 

3.  75 

5 to  5'/i  years 

-(0/1/63) 

11.  68 

29.  21 

58.42 

116.84 

233.  68 

5S4.  20 

1,  168.  40 

3.  14 

3.  76 

to  6 years 

(12/1/03) 

11.  89 

29.  73 

59.  46 

118.  92 

237.  84 

594.  60 

1,  189.  20 

3.  IS 

3.  79 

6 to  6'/i  years 

-(6/1/64) 

12.  10 

30.  26 

60  52 

121.  04 

242.  08 

605.  20 

1,  210.  40 

3.  21 

3.  81 

6Ji  to  7 years 

(12/1/64) 

12.  32 

30.  81 

61.  62 

123.  24 

246.  48 

616.  20 

1,  232.  40 

3.24 

3.  84 

7 to  years.,.. 

.(0/1/05) 

\Z  55 

31.  37 

62.  74 

125.  48 

250.  96 

627.  40 

1,  254.  80 

3.  27 

3.  87 

to  8 years 

(12/1/65) 

12  77 

31.  93 

63.  86 

127.  72 

255.  44 

63S.  60 

1,  277.  20 
1.  300.  SO 

3.  29 

4.  34 

8 to  8M  years 

. (0/1/66) 

13.  01 

32.  52 

65.04 

130.  08 

260.  16 

650.  40 

3.  31 

4.  50 

to  9 years 

(12/1/66) 

13.  28 

33.  20 

66.  40 

132.  SO 

265.  60 

664.  00 

1.  328.  00 

3.  37 

* 4.  61 

9 to  9)-i  years 

. (6/1/67) 

13.  57 

33.  93 

67.  86 

135.  72 

271.  44 

67S.  60 

1,  357.  20 

3.  42 

4.  72 

to  10  years. ,, 

(12/1/67) 

13.88 

34.  70 

69.  40 

13a  so 

277.  60 

694.  00 

1,  388.  00 

3.  48 

4.  90 

FIRST  EXTENDED  MA- 

TURITY  VALUE  (10 
years  from  original  ma* 

tunty  date)*.. 

.(6/1/68) 

14.22 

35.55 

71. 10 

142. 20 

284.40 

711.00 

1,  422.  00 

* 3. 55 

fbeglnitlng  20  years  after  issue  dale) 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

extended 

maturity 

First  year 

-C6/1/6S) 

$14.  22 

$35.  55 

$71.  10 

$142.  20 

$2S4.  40 

$711.  00 

$1,  422.  00 

0.  00 

4.  25 

li  to  1 year 

1 to  years 

(12/1 /OS) 

14.  52 

36.  29 

72.  58 

145.  10 

290.  32 

725.  80 

1, 451.  60 

4.  16 

4.25 

.(0/1/09) 

14.  82 

37.  04 

74.08 

14S.  10 

296.  32 

740.  SO 

1,  481.  60 

4.  15 

4.  26 

to  2 years 

(12/1/09) 

15.  12 

37.81 

75.  62 

151.  24 

302.  48 

756.  20 

1.512,  40 

4.  15 

4.27 

2 to  years 

- (6/1/70)- 

15.  44 

38.50 

77.  IS 

154.  36 

30S.  72 

771.  SO 

1,543.  60 

4.  15 

4.  27 

2'/i  to  3 years 

(12/1/70) 

15.  70 

39.  39 

78.  78 

1-57.  50 

315.  12 

787.  SO 

1,  575.  60 

4.  15 

4.  28 

3 to  years 

.(6/1/71) 

10.  OS 

40.  21 

SO.  42 

IGO.  84 

321.  6S 

804.  20 

1,  60S.  40 

4.  15 

4.  29 

3H  to  4 years 

(12/1/71) 

10.  42 

41.  0 .5 

82.  10 

164.  20 

32S.  40 

S21.  00 

1,  642.  00 

4.  15 

4.  30 

4 to  i'A  years 

- (6/1/72) 

16.  70 

41.  90 

83.80 

107.  60 

335.  20 

83S.  00 

1,  676.  00 
1.  710.  SO 

4.  15 

4.31 

4)^  to  3 years 

(12/1/72) 

17.  n 

42.  77 

85.  54 

171.  08 

342.  16 

S55.  40 

4.  15 

4.  33 

5 to  5'A  years 

.(6/1/73) 

17.  46 

43.  05 

87.  30 

174.  60 

349.  20 

S73,  00 

1,  746.  00 

4.  15 

4.  35 

HA  to  0 years 

(12/1/73) 

17.  82 

44.  56 

89.  12 

178.  24 

356.  48 

891.20 

1,  7S2.  40 

4.  15 

4.  37 

0 to  6)^  ycai'S..... 

.(0/1/74) 

IS.  20 

45.  49 

90.  0$ 

ISI.  96 

363.  92 

909.  SO 

1,  SU).  GO 

4.  15 

4.  39 

H'/i  to  7 years 

(12/1/74) 

IS.  57 

40.  43 

92.  80 

185.  72 

371.  44 

92S.  60 

1,  S57.  20 

4.  15 

4,  43 

7 to  I'/i  years 

- (0/1/7S) 

IS.  90 

47.  39 

94.  78 

189.  50 

379.  12 

947.  SO 

1.  895.  GO 

4.  15 

4.  48 

I'/i  to  S years 

(12/1/75) 

19.  35 

48.  38 

90.  76 

103.  52 

387.  04 

067.  60 

1.  935.  20 
1,075.  20 

4.  15 

4.  54 

S to  years 

- (0/1/70) 

19.  75 

49.  38 

98.  70 

107.  52 

395.  04 

987.  60 

4.  1.5 

4.  65 

8)^  to  9 ycai'S 

(12/1/70) 

20.  16 

.50.  40 

100.  SO 

201.  00 

403.  20 

1,  008.  00 
1.  029.  00 

2,  016.  00 

4.  15 

4.  82 

9 to  dA  ycar.s 

-(0/1/77) 

20.  58 

51.  45 

102.  90 

205.  SO 

411.00 

2,  05S.  00 

4.  15 

5.  14 

OA  to  10  years 

(12/1/77) 

21.  01 

52.  52 

105.  04 

210.  OS 

420.  16 

1,050.  40 

2,  100.  SO 

4.  15 

6.  13 

SECOND  EXTENDED 

MATURITY  VALUE 
<20  years  from  original 

maturity  date) 

L(6/1/78) 

21.65 

54.13 

108.  26 

216.  52 

433.  04 

1,082.  60 

2,  165.  20 

M.25 

» Monlli,  <)ny,  and  year  on  which  issucsof  June  I,  JW8,  enter  each  period.  For  suhscquciu  Issue  nioiUlis  add  Hie  appropriate  number  of  moiilhs. 
a Yield  from  beBiiining  of  cacii  half-year  perkid  to  first  extended  iimturity  at  Tust  extended  muiuriiy  value  prior  lo  Hie  June  I,  1959,  revision. 

» Yield  from  l)e«iiiniin;  of  each  half-year  |>criod  to  first  csiciidcd  maturity  nt  first  extended  maturity  value  prior  lo  Hie  December  1, 1905,  revision. 

* Yield  from  begimiiiif!  of  cadi  half-year  period  to  first  extended  maturity  at  first  extended  maturity  value  prior  lo  Hie  June  l,  1968.  revision. 

i 20  years  from  issue  dale. 

< Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  lo  first  extended  maturity  date  is 3.22  pcrecul;  second  extended  mafuriiy  date  is  3.57  percent. 

1 30  years  from  issue  date.  Second  extended  maturity  value  improved  by  Hie  revision  of  June  l,  i96S. 
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TABLE  19 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I.  1948.  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1949 


$7.  50 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37. 50 
50.  00 

$75.  00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,000.  00 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

10.  00 

100.  00 

(2)  On  the  re- 

(1)  RedempUon  values  during  each  half-year  period 

demption 

(3)  On  cur- 

(values  increase  on  first  day  ot  period  sliown) 

of  each 

rent  redemp- 

lurity  period 
to  the  begin- 

from  begin- 

(beginning  10  years  after  issue  date) 

ning  of  cacti 

FIRST  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

ning  of  each 
h^f-ycar 

period  (a)  to 

period 

thereafter 

maturity 

Percent 

Percent 

First  'A  year 

.'(12/1/58) 

$10.  00 

$25.  00 

$50.  00 

$100.  00 

$200.  00 

S500.  00 

$1.  000.  00 

0.  00 

* 3.  00 

Ai  to  1 year 

--(6/1/.W) 

10.  15 

25.  37 

50.  75 

101.  50 

203.  00 

507.  50 

1.  015.  00 

3.  00 

*3.50 

1 io  \y-  3'oars 

-(12/J/50) 

10.  30 

25.  76 

51.  52 

103.  04 

206.  08 

515.  20 

1,030.  40 

3.  02 

* 3.  53 

to  2 3'cars 

..(6/1/GO) 

10.  46 

26.  14 

52.  28 

104.  56 

209.12 

522.  SO 

1,045.  60 

2.  99 

*3.  56 

2 to  2A:  years 

-(12/1/60) 

la  61 

26.  53 

53.  06 

106.  12 

212.  24 

530.  60 

1,061.  20 

2.  99 

* 3.  59 

to  3 years 

--(6/1/61) 

10.  7S 

26.  96 

53.  92 

107.  84 

215.  68 

539.  20 

1,  078.  40 

3.  04 

* 3.  62 

3 to  SA  years 

-02/1/61) 

10.  06 

27.  39 

54.  7S 

109.  56 

219.  12 

547.  80 

1,095.  60 

3.  07 

* 3.  65 

'iA  to  4 years 

--(6/1/62) 

11.  13 

27.  S3 

55.  66 

111.  32 

222.64 

556.  60 

1,  113.  20 

3.  09 

* 3.  68 

4 to  4A  years 

-02/1/62) 

n.  31 

2S.  28 

56.  56 

113.  12 

226.  24 

565.  60 

1.  131.  20 

3.  11 

* 3.  72 

4A  to  5 years 

..(6/1/63) 

11.  50 

28.  74 

m.  4S 

114.  06 

229.  92 

574.  80 

1,  149.  60 

3.  12 

® 3.  76 

5 to  5A  years 

-02/1/63) 

11.  70 

29.  26 

58.  52 

117.  04 

234.  08 

585.  20 

1,  170.  40 

3.  17 

* 3.  78 

5'/i  to  6 years 

--(6/1/64) 

11.  92 

29.  79 

59.  58 

119.  16 

238.  32 

595.  SO 

1,  191.  60 

3.  21 

* 3.  79 

0 lo  QA  years 

-02/1/64) 

12.  13 

30.  33 

60.  66 

121.  32 

242.  64 

606.  60 

1,  213.  20 

3.  25 

* 3.  82 

Q'A  to  7 years 

--(6/1/65) 

12.  35 

30.  S7 

61.  74 

123.  48 

246.  96 

617.  40 

1, 234.  80 

3.  27 

» 3.  85 

7 to  7;,^  years 

-02/1/65) 

12.  57 

31.  43 

62.  86 

125.  72 

251.  44 

628.  60 

1,  257.  20 

3.  30 

* 4.  29 

lA  to  S years 

--(O/1/G0) 

12.  SO 

32.  01 

64.  02 

128.  04 

250.  08 

640.  20 

1, 280.  40 

3.  32 

« 4.  41 

8 to  SK‘  years.,. 

-02/1/66) 

13.  05 

32.  63 

65.  26 

130.  52 

261.  04 

652.  60 

1 , 305.  20 

3.  36 

* 4.  55 

8H  to  i)  vears... 

--(6/1/67) 

13.  33 

33.  33 

66.  66 

133.  32 

266.  64 

666.  60 

1,  333.  20 

3.41 

* 4.  63 

y to  i)Ai  years... 

-02/1/67) 

13.  63 

34.  07 

68.  14 

130.  28 

272.  50 

681.  40 

1 , 362.  80 

3.  47 

« 4.  73 

O'A  to  10  years.. 

..(6/I/6S) 

13.  94 

34.  85 

69.  70 

139.  40 

278.  SO 

697.  00 

1,394.  00 

3.  53 

4.  99 

FIRST  EXTENDED 

MATURITV  VALUE 
(10  years  from 
original  maturity 

date)* 

-02/1/68) 

14.  29 

35.72 

7I.4-1 

142.  88 

285. 76 

714.40 

1,428. 80 

»3.  60 

(beginning  20  years  after  Issue  date) 

SECOND  EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD’ 

extended 

maturity 

First  A year 

-02/1/6S) 

$14.  29 

S35.  72 

$71.  44 

SI  42.  SS 

$285.  76 

$714.  40 

$1,  428.  80 

0.  00 

4.  25 

A to  1 year 

..(6/J/69) 

14.  58 

30.  46 

72.  92 

145.  84 

291.  68 

729.  20 

1,  458.  40 

4.  14 

4.  25 

1 to  Us  years... 

-02/1/60) 

14.  S9 

37.  22 

74.  44 

148.  88 

297.  76 

744.  40 

1,488.  SO 

4.  16 

4.  26 

lA  to  2 years... 

.-(0/1/70) 

15.  20 

37.  99 

7.5.  08 

151.  96 

303.  92 

759.  SO 

1.  519.  60 

4.  15 

4:27 

2 to  2A  years 

-02/1/70) 

15.  51 

38.  78 

77.  56 

J55.  12 

310.  24 

775.  60 

1,551.  20 

4.  15 

4.  27 

2A  to  3 years 

-.(6/I/7J) 

1 5.  S3 

39.  58 

70.  16 

15$.  32 

316.  64 

791.  60 

1,583.  20 

4.  15 

4.  28 

3 to  3)^  years 

-02/1/71) 

16.  10 

40.  40 

80.80 

101.  60 

323.  20 

SOS.  00 

1,  616.  00 

4.  15 

4.  29 

3)$  to  4 years... 

..(6/1/72) 

16.  50 

41.  24 

82.  48 

164.  96 

329.  02 

824.  80 

1,  649.  60 

4.  15 

4.30 

4 to  4A  years... 

-02/1/72) 

16.  84 

42.  10 

84.  20 

108.40 

336.  SO 

842.  00 

1,  684.  00 

4.  15 

4.  31 

4A  to  5 years... 

--(6/1/73) 

17.  10 

42.  97 

85.  94 

171.88 

343.  70 

859.  40 

1,718.  80 

4.  15 

4.  33 

5 to  bVi  years... 

-02/1/73) 

17.  54 

43.  SO 

$7.  72 

175.  44 

350.  88 

877.  20 

1,  754.  40 

4.  15 

4.  35 

5A  to  6 years 

--(0/1/74) 

17.  91 

44.  77 

89.  54 

179.  OS 

358.  16 

805.  40 

1,790.  80 

4.  15 

4.  37 

6 to  6)^  years 

.(12/1/74) 

IS.  28 

45.  70 

91.  40 

182.  SO 

305.  60 

914.  00 

1,  828.  00 

4.  15 

4.  40 

6JS  to  7 years... 

..(0/1/75) 

18.  66 

46.  65 

93.  30 

186.  00 

373.  20 

933.  00 

1,  866.  00 

4.  15 

4.  43 

7 to  IVi  years... 

-02/1/75) 

19.  03 

47.  62 

95.  24 

190.  48 

380.  06 

952.  40 

1,904.  SO 

4.  15 

1 48 

7K>  to  8 years... 

-.(6/1/70) 

19.  44 

48.  01 

97.  22 

194.  44 

3S8.  88 

072.  20 

1,  944.  40 

4.  15 

4.  54 

8 to  8}i  years. . . 

-02/1/76) 

19.  85 

41).  62 

99.  24 

19$.  48 

396.  06 

992.  40 

1,984.  80 

4.  15 

4.  64 

to  0 years. 

..(0/1/77) 

20.  26 

50.  65 

101,  30 

202.  60 

405.  20 

1,013.  00 

2,  026.  00 

4.  15 

4 81 

9 to  OA  years... 

-02/1/77) 

20.  68 

51.  70 

103.  40 

206.  SO 

413.  60 

1,034.  00 

2,  068.  00 

4.  15 

5.  14 

'iVi  to  10  years.. 

--(6/1/78) 

21.  11 

52.  77 

105.  54 

211.  08 

422.  16 

1,055.  40 

2,  110.  80 

4.  15 

6. 14 

SECOND  EXTENDED 

MATURITV  VALUE 
(20  years  from  original 

maturity 
date)*.. 

-(12/1/78) 

21.76 

54.  39 

108.  78 

217.  5C 

435.12 

1,  087.  80 

2, 175.  60 

M.2S 

■ MotUh,  dny,  nn<l  year  on  wliicli  issues  o(  Dcccmlior  t,  1048,  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

* Ylc.id  from  beginning  of  oncii  luilf-yciir  period  to  fust  cxlcmlcd  maturity  at  first  estended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1. 19W,  revision. 

’ Yield  from  beginning  ot  eacli  iiaU-ycar  period  lo  Hist  eslciidcd  maturity  at  first  cMendcd  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1,  1965,  revision. 

* Yield  from  licginulnfi  oi  cacli  half-veav  jieriod  lo  first  estciulcd  maturity  at  first  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  Juno  1, 1968,  revision. 

> 20  years  from  issue  dat  e.  First  extended  miiUii  ily  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 1968. 

•Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  lo  first  c.x  tended  mulurity  date  is  3.25  percent;  lo  second  extended  maturity  dote  is  3.58  percent. 

’ Uedemption  values  during  second  exicmled  mauirily  )>criod  raised  lo  reflect  improvement  at  first  extended  maturity.  Second  extended  maturity  valuo 
improved  to  provide  an  investment  yield  of  approximately  4.25percciU  from  first  extended  maturity. 

8 30  years  from  issue  elate. 
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TABLE  20 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1949 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$7.  50 
10.  00 

$18.  75 
25. 00 

$37.  50 
50.00 

$7$.  00 
100.  00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,  000.  00 

.\pproxininic  investment 
yield 

(1)  Rodcinptiou  values  during  cacti  Imif-ycar  period 

(2)  On  the 

■ 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

ro.dcmpUon 

(3)  On  current 

rcticinption 

Period  .after  oricinal  i 

i.'iturity  (begin- 

of  the  c.x tended 

value  from 

niiig  10  years  after  issue  dale) 

maturity 

beginning  of 

period  to  the 

each  half-year 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

bcainninc  of 

period  to 

each  half-year 

extended 

period  there- 

maturity 

after 

Percenl 

Percenl 

First ’/i  ye.ar.  __ 

--’(6/1/59) 

$10.  00 

$25.  00 

$50.  00 

$100.  00 

$200.  00 

.$500.  00 

$1,  000.  00 

0.  00 

3.  75 

Yi  to  1 veur 

._{12/1/.W) 

10.  18 

25.  44 

50.  88 

101.  76 

203.  52 

508.  80 

1. 017.  60 

3.  52 

2 3.  76 

3 to  I'/j  years 

...(6/1/60) 

10.  36 

25.  89 

51.  78 

103.  56 

207.  12 

517.  80 

1,  035.  60 

3.  53 

* 3.  77 

to  2 years 

..  02/1/60) 

10.  54 

26.  35 

52.  70 

105.  40 

210.  SO 

527.  00 

1,  054.  00 

3.  54 

2 3.  79 

2 to  2'/i  years 

--WI/0I) 

10.  73 

26.  S3 

53.  66 

107.  32 

214.  64 

536.  60 

],  073.  20 

3.  56 

2 3.  80 

2],i  to  3 years 

..(12/1/61). 

10.  02 

27.  31 

54.  62 

109.  24 

218.  48 

546.  20 

1 , 002.  40 

3.  57 

2 3,  81 

3 to  3J’i  years 

...(6/1/62) 

11,  12 

27.  Si 

55.  62 

111.  24 

222.  48 

556.  20 

1,  112.  40 

3.  58 

» 3,  82 

li'/i  to  4 years 

..(12/1/62) 

11.  33 

28.  32 

56.  64 

113.  28 

226.  56 

566.  40 

1,  132.  SO 

3.  59 

* 3.  S3 

4 to  4^2  years.  .. 

...(6/1/63) 

11.  54 

28,  84 

57.  68 

115.  36 

230.  72 

■570.  80 

1,  153.  60 

3.  60 

2 3.  85 

to  5 years 

..(12/1/63) 

11.  75 

20.  38 

.58.  70 

1 17.  5 2 

235.  04 

587.  60 

1,  175.  20 

3.  62 

* 3.  86 

5 to  years 

-.-(0/1/64) 

11.  97 

29.  93 

59.  86 

119.  72 

239.  44 

598.  60 

1,  197.  20 

3.  63 

* 3.  87 

to  6 years 

..(12/1/04) 

12.20 

30.  40 

60.  98 

121.  96 

243.  92 

600.  80 

1,  219.  60 

3.  64 

*3.  88 

()  to  years 

-..(6/1/05) 

12.  43 

31.  07 

62.  14 

124.  28 

248.  56 

621.  40 

1,  242.  80 

3.  66 

3.  89 

6)$  to  7 years 

..(12/1/65) 

12.  66 

31.  66 

63.  32 

126.  64 

253.  28 

633.  20 

1,  266.  40 

3.  67 

4.  31 

7 to  I'/i  years 

...(6/1/66) 

12.  91 

32.  27 

64.  54 

129.  08 

2.38.  16 

645.  40 

1,  290.  80 

3.  68 

4.  39 

7'/i  to  8 years 

..(12/1/66) 

13.  17 

32.  93 

65.  80 

131.  72 

263.  44 

658.  60 

1,  317.  20 

3.  71 

4.  45 

8 to  8}^  years 

...(6/1/67) 

13.  45 

33.  62 

07.  24 

134.  48 

268.  96 

672.  40 

1,  344.  80 

3.  74 

4.  51 

to  9 years 

..(12/1/67) 

13.  74 

34.  34 

68.  6$ 

137.  36 

274.  72 

680.  80 

1.  373.  60 

3.  77 

4.  59 

0 to  years 

.--(0/1/68), 

14.  04 

3.5.  10 

70.  20 

J40  40 

280,  SO 

702.  00 

1,  404.  00 

3.  81 

4.  79 

5)^^  to  10  years... 

..(12/1/08) 

14.  36 

35.01 

71.  82 

143.  64 

287.  28 

718.  20 

],  436.  40 

3.  85 

4.  96 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (10  years  from 

original  maturity 

date)* 

...(6/1/69) 

14.72 

36.80 

73. 60 

147.  20 

294.  40 

736.  00 

1,  472.  00 

> 3. 90 

> MoiUli.  duy,  and  vaar  on  whicli  issnvs  of  June  1.  IfMO,  enter  cocU  period-  For  subsequent  issue  (nniiths  add  tlie  appropriate  numbor  of  inotuUs. 
: Yield  from  bceinnini;  of  uucli  lialt-yeur  |>erio<l  toe.’ctcndcd  niuturiiy  at  extended  luaturity  value  prior  to  Urn  Ducumbur  1, 1905.  riivisioii. 

> VfokI  from  bnu'InniiK,'  ofeaeh  lialf*year  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  niuturit.v  vaiue  prior  io  the  June  1,  lOtiS,  revision. 

* 'JO  years  from  issue  date.  Kxicodcd  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 19G8. 

> Yield  on  purdiaso  price  from  Issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  J.40  percent. 


TABLE  21 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1.  1949.  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1950 


Issue  price..... 
Denomination... 

1 $7.50 
10.  00 

$18. 75 
25. 00 

$37.  50 
50.00 

$75.00 

100.00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1 1,000.00 

Appro-ximnlR  inveslnient 
yield 

(1)  RerlempUnn  values  during  each  h.'iU-ycar  period 
(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the 
redempUon 

(.1)  On  current 

Period  after  original  iiiatiiril.y  (b(>gin- 
niiig  10  years  after  issue  date) 

K.NTF.NDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

of  the  extended 
maturity 
pcricxi  to  the 
l.itginniiig  of 
each  hall-year 
periorl  there- 
after 

value  from 
beginning  of 
1 each  half-year 
1 period  to 
extended 
maturity 

Fir.st  'A  year 

...'(12/1/59) 

SIO.  03  ^ 

$2.5-  OS 

$.50.  16 

$100.  32 

1 

$200.  64 

$501.  60 

$1, 003.  20 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 

2 3.  75 

Ai  to  1 yeai- 

1 to  \ voars 

....(6/1/60) 

10.  21 

2.5.  52 

51.  04 

102.  08 

204.  16 

510,  40  ! 

1, 020.  SO 

3.  51 

2 3,  76 

...(I2/1/G0) 

10.  39 

25.  97 

51.  94 

103.  88 

207.  76 

511).  40  1 

1,  038.  80  ' 

3.  52 

2 3.  77 

1 '/•  to  2 vouns 

----(0/1/Gl) 

10.  58 

26.  44 

52.  88 

105.  76 

211.  52 

528.  SO 

1, 0.57.  60 

3,  5,5 

2 3.  7S 

2 t,o  2 A-  ycar.'i 

...(12/1/61) 

10.  76 

26.  91 

53.  S2 

107.  04 

215.  28 

538.  20  ' 

1, 076.  40 

3.  55 

2 3.  so 

2J.-;  to  3 years 

-..-(0/1/62) 

10.  96 

27.  40 

54.  SO 

109.  60 

219.  20 

548,  00 

1, 096.  00 

3.  57 

2 3,  81 

3 to  -iA:  Years 

...(I2/I/G2) 

1 I.  16 

27.  90 

55.  SO 

111.60 

223.  20 

558.  00  i 

1.  1 16.  00 

3.  .58 

2 3 82 

■3A  to  4 vuars... 

.---(0/i/(i:3) 

11.36 

28.  4 1 

.56.  82 

1 13.  64 

?->7  ‘>3 

568,  20  ' 

1,  136,  40 

3.  59 

2 3.  S3 

4 to  '\Ai  years 

...(12/1/G3) 

1 1.  57 

28. 1)3 

57.  86 

115.  72 

231.  44 

578.  60 

1,  157.  20 

3.  60 

2 3.  S5 

4 A to  .5  ycar-j 

----(6/1/64) 

1 1.  79 

29.  47 

5S.  94 

1 1 7.  88 

235.  76 

589.  40 

1,  17S,  SO 

3.  62  : 

2 3.  S6 

5 to  5Ai  years 

-..(12/1/64) 

12.  01 

30.  02 

60.  04 

120.  08 

240.  16  1 

600.  40 

1 . 200.  SO 

3.  63  ' 

2 3,  S7 

5A  to  6 years 

-...(6/1/65) 

12.  24 

30.  59 

61.  iS 

122.  36 

244.  72 

611.  SO 

1 , 223.  60 

3.  64 

2 3.  SS 

C to  QAi  years 

...(12/1/65) 

12.  46 

31.  16 

62.  32 

124.  64 

249.  28 

623.  20 

],  246,  40 

3.  6.5 

3 4.  30 

to  7 years 

....(6/1/66)  . 

12.  71 

31.  77 

6-3.  54 

127.  08 

254.  16 

635.  40 

1, 270,  SO 

3,  67 

3 4.  35 

7 to  lAi  years 

...(12/1/00) 

1 2.  96  ! 

32.  40 

64.  80 

129.  60 

259.  20 

648.  00 

1, 296.  00 

3.  69 

3 4.  42 

7J.^  to  S years 

....(6/1/67) 

13.  22 

33.  06 

66.  12 

132.  24 

264.  48 

661.  20 

1,  322.  40 

3.  72 

3 4.  49 

8 to  SK’  Years 

...(12/1/67) 

13.  50 

33.  76 

67.  52 

135.  04 

270.  OS 

675.  20 

1, 3-50.  40 

3.  75 

3 4.  55 

to  9 years 

....(6/I/6S) 

13.  80 

34.  50 

69.  00 

138.  00 

276.  00 

690.  00 

1 , 380,  00 

3.  79 

4.  72 

9 to  OAi  years 

...(12/1/68) 

14.  1 1 

35.  27 

70.  54  ' 

141.  08 

282.  16 

705.  40 

1.  410.  80 

3.  S2  ' 

4.  85 

'.Wi  to  10  vciirs.. 

-...(6/1/69) 

14.  44 

36.  10 

72.  20 

144  40 

288.  SO 

722.  00 

1,  444.  00 

3.  87 

4.  99 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years  from 
original  maturity 
date)* (12/1/69) 

14.  80 

37. 00 

74.  00 

148.00  1 

296.  00 

740.  00 

1,480.  00 

*3.93 

I Monib,  day,  and  year  on  wliicli  issues  of  December  1,  jlMff,  enter  c.'teh  period.  For  siil>scquciu  issue  inoiubs  add  tln!  appropri.itc  miinbcr  of  moiUlis. 
■ Yiold  from  betiiimint:  of  eacli  half-.vciir  period  to  exlcndctl  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  I lie  December  1,  lOW.  revision. 

3 Yield  from  beRimiiiiK  of  each  half-year  iwriod  to  extended  maturity  at  exUmded  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  1908,  revision. 

* '29  years  from  issue  dai.e.  Ivxtcuded  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 19GS- 
3 'I'icid  on  purcliusc  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  3.43  percent. 
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TABLE  22 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1950 


1.SSUC  price. 

Denomination 

$18.  75 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75.  00 
100.00 

$150.00 
200.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$7.50.00 

1,000.00 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

0)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  sliown) 

(2)  On  the  re- 1 
demption 
value  at  start  | 

(3)  On  current 
redemption 
value  from 

Period  after  original  maturity  (beginning 
10  years  after  issue  date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  ] 

I’ERIOD 

of  theex  tended 
maturity  pe- 
riod to  the  be- 
ginning of  cacli 
half-year  pe- 
riod thcrcuflcr 

beginning  of 
each  lialf-ycar 
period  lo 
i extended 
1 jnaturity 

First  '/i  ycixr. 

'(C./1/C0) 

S2.5.  15  ! 

$50.  30 

$100.  60 

1 

$201.  20  : 

$503.  00  ^ 

$1,  OOG.  00 

Ferctvl 
0.  00 

Ptrctnl 

2 3.  75 

'A  to  1 year 

(1-2/1/GO) 

25.  59 

51.  IS 

102.  36 

204.  72 

511.  80  1 

1,  023.  60 

3.  .50 

2 3.  76 

1 to  1A  year.s 

(G/I/Gl) 

20.  05 

52.  10 

104.  20 

208.  40 

.521.  00  1 

1,  042.  00 

3.  55 

2 3.  77 

1 ',i  to  2 yoare 

(12/1/Gl)  . 

26.  51 

53.  02 

106.  04 

212.  08 

530.  20  ' 

1,  060.  40 

3,  54 

2 3.  79 

2 to  2A  year.s 

(G/1/G2) 

26.  99 

53.  98 

107.  90 

215.  92 

539.  SO 

1,  079.  00 

3.  56 

2 3.  80 

2A  to  3 years 

02/1/62) 

27.  48 

54.  90 

109.  9 2 

219.  84 

549.  60 

1,  099.  20 

3.  58 

2 3,  81 

3 to  '6'/i  yeiirs 

(G/1/G3) 

27.  98 

5.5.  96 

111.  02 

223.  84 

559.  60 

],  119.  20 

3.  59 

2 3.  82 

Z'A  to  4 vear.s 

(12/1/03) 

28.  49 

56.  98 

113.  96 

227.  92 

569.  SO 

1,  139.  60 

3.  59 

2 3.  84 

4 to  4A  years 

(G/1/64) 

29.  01 

58.  02 

1 16.  04 

232.  08 

580.  20 

1,  160.  40 

3.  60 

2 3.  85 

4'A  to  0 years 

02/1/04) 

20.  .55 

59.  10 

IIS.  20 

230.  40 

.591.  00 

1,  1S2.  00 

3.  62 

2 3.  86 

.5  to  years 

(0/1/05) 

.30-  10 

60.  20 

1 20.  40 

240.  SO 

602.  00 

1,  204.  00 

3.  63 

2 3.  SS 

oA  to  G vears 

(12/1/05) 

30.  67 

61.  34 

122.  08 

24.5.  36 

013.  40 

1,  226.  so 

3.  64  ' 

» 4.  29 

G to  years 

(0/1/60) 

31.  26 

02.  52 

125.  04 

250.  08 

62.5.  20 

1,  250.  40 
1,275.  20 

3.  66 

3 4.  34 

^A  to  7 vears 

(12/1/OG)  ^ 

31.  88 

0.3.  76 

127.  52 

25.5.  04 

037.  60 

3.  08 

3 4.  40 

7 to  I'A  vear, 

(6/1/07) 

32.  53 

05.  06  ' 

130.  12 

260.  24 

650.  60 

1,  301.  20 

3.  71 

* 4.  45 

I'A  to  8 years 

02/1/07) 

33.  20 

06.  40 

132.  SO 

2C.5.  CO 

GG4.  00 

1,328.  00 

3.  74 

3 4.  51 

8 to  Sj-i  years 

(0/1/OS) 

33.  92 

67.  84 

13.5.  68 

271.  36 

678.  40 

1,356.  80 

3.  77 

4.  67 

to  9 veans 

02/l/CS) 

34.  07 

60.  34 

138.  68 

277.  36 

093.  40 

1,  386.  80 

3.  81 

4.  75 

1)  to  \)Ai  years 

(6/1/09) 

35.  44 

70.88  1 

141.  76 

283.  52  1 

70S.  80 

1,  417.  GO 

3.  85 

4.  91 

9}^  to  lO  ye.ars 

02/1/69) 

36.  20 

72.  52 

145.  04 

290.  08  1 

725.  20 

1,  450.  40 

3.  89 

5.  18 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  VALUE 
(10  years  from  ori  inal  maturity 
daleV (6/1/70) 

37.  20 

74.40 

148.  80 

297.60 

744.  00 

1,488.  00 

* 3. 95 

' MolUli.  (lay,  and  yunr  on  wlUch  issues  of  June  J,  lOW.  enter  cacU  i>crio<l-  For  siil)SC(|iienl  issue  monilis  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
> from  bi'isinnint:  of  each  liiilf>.vcm'  period  to  usiuikM  iiiaiuriiy  at  extended  mniiiriiy  value  prior  to  the  Oeceinbcr  1. 1065,  revision. 

9 Vli'ld  from  buijiunliii;  of  uacli  half* year  period  to  exicmkd  niuiuriiy  at  extended  maiiiriiy  value  prior  to  the  June  I,  l‘JUS,  ruvisiun. 

* 'JU  years  from  issue  date.  I^xlcmled  nialuiily  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1,  l%8. 
t Vieiil  on  pureUasc  priec  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is3.4C  |>ere«nt. 


TABLE  23 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I.  1950,  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1951 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  .50 
50.  00 

$75.  00  ! 

100.00 

$150.00  1 
200. 00 

$375.  00 
500.00 

$7.50.  00 
1.000.  00 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  liulf-ycar  period  1 

(2)  On  the  re- 

(3)  On  current 

(v.alucs  increase  on  first  day  of  period  sliown) 

demption 

redemption 

I'eriod  after  original  maturity  (beginning 

ottho  extended 

beginning  of 

10  years  after  is: 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  FERIOD 

riod  to  tiicbe- 

period  to 

ginning  of  each 

extended 

hnlf-ycnr  pc- 

maturity 

riod  thereafter 

1 

1 

1 1 

Percent 

Percent 

First  Ai  year 

'(12/I/SO) 

i $25.  22 

$.50.  44 

$100.  88 

$201.  76 

$504.  40 

$1,008.  80 

0.  00 

* .3.  75 

Y2  to  1 Year 

(0/1/61) 

' 25.  60 

, 51. 32 

102.  64 

205.  28 

513.  20 

1,  020.  40 

3.  49 

* 3.  76 

1 to  \Ai  years . 

02/1/61) 

26.  12 

52.  24 

104.  48 

20a  90 

522.  40 

1,  044.  SO 

3.  54 

* 3.  77 

lA  to  2 years 

(6/1/02) 

26.  .58 

.53.  10 

106.  32 

212.  64 

531.  00 

1,  003.  20 

3.  53 

2 3.  79 

2 to  2'A  years 

(12/1/62) 

27.  06 

■ 54.  12 

lOS.  24 

216.  48 

541.  20 

1,082.  40 

3.  55 

* 3.  80 

2A  to  3 years 

(6/1/63) 

27.  55 

; 5.5.  10 

no.  20 

220.  40 

aoi.  uu 

1,  102.  00 

3.  .57 

* 3.  81 

3 to  3A  years 

(12/1/63) 

28.  05 

56.  10 

112.  20 

224.  40 

.501.  00  ; 

1,  122.  00 

3.  58 

2 3.  83 

3A  to  4 years 

(6/1/64) 

28.  57 

57.  14 

114.  28 

22a  56 

571.  40 

1,  142.  80 

3.  00 

* 3.  83 

4 to  iA  years 

02/1/64) 

29.  09 

.58-  18 

116.  36 

232.  72 

.581.  SO  1 

1,  163.  60 

3.  60  1 

* 3.  So 

4A  to  5 years 

(6/1/65) 

29.  0.3 

59.  26 

1 IS.  .52 

237.  04 

592.  60  1 

1,  18-5.  20 

3.  61  1 

* 3.  86 

5 to  5A  years 

(12/1/05) 

30.  19 

60.  38 

120.  76 

241.  52 

603.  SO 

1,  207.  60 

3.  63 

3 4.  27 

5A  to  6 years 

(0/1/66) 

30.  77 

61.  54 

123.  08 

246.  16 

Olo.  40 

1,230.  SO 

3.  05 

3 4.  32 

6 to  6)^  years 

(12/1/66) 

31.  37 

62.  74 

125.  48 

250.  96 

027.  40 

1,  254.  SO 

3.  07  i 

=>  4.  38 

^A  to  7 years 

(0/1/67) 

32.  00 

64.  00 

128.  00 

256.  00 

G40.  00 

1,  280.  00 

3.  70 

3 4.  43 

7 to  lAi  years 

(12/1/67) 

32.  65 

65.  30 

130.  60 

261.  20 

G53.  00 

1,  306.  00 

3.  72 

3 4.  49 

lA  to  8 years 

(0/1/68) 

33.  35 

60.  70 

133.  40 

266.  80 

G67.  00 

1,334.  00 

3.  70 

4.  64 

8 to  ZAi  years. 

02/1/68) 

34.  06 

68.  12 

136.  24 

272.  48 

681.  20 

1,  302.  40 

3.  79 

4.  73 

ZYi  to  9 years 

- (6/1/69) 

34.  82 

69.  64 

139.  28 

27a  56 

69G.  40 

1.  392.  80 

3.  83 

4.  82 

9 to  9A  years 

(12/I/G9) 

35.  61 

71.  22 

142.  44 

284.  88 

712.  20 

1,  424.  40 

3.  87 

4.  97 

9A  to  10  years 

(6/1/70) 

36.  43 

72.  86 

145.  72 

291.  44 

728.  60 

1,  457.  20 

3.  91 

5.  33 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  VALUE 

(10  years  from  original 

maturity  date)L 

(12/1/70) 

37.40 

74.  80 

149.  60 

299.  20 

748.  00 

1,  496.  00 

5 3.  98 

> Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  issues  of  December  I,  1950,  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

* Yield  from  bcitiniiine  of  each  half-year  pcri<Kl  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  llie  December  1, 19G5,  revision, 

* Yield  from  beyinnine  of  each  half-yc.ar  period  to  extended  mniiirity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  19GS,  revision. 

* 20  years  from  issue  date.  Extended  mauirity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 19GS.  « 

4 Yield  on  purcliasc  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  iiinlurity  date  is  3.43  percent. 
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TABLE  24 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1051 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$.37.  50 
50.  00 

$75.  00 
100.00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

$.375.  00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1.  000.  00 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

Teriod  after  origin.'il  maturity  (beginning 
10  ye.ars  oftcr  issue  date) 

0)  Itcdemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shou  n) 

(2)  On  the  re- 
demption 
value  at  start 
ofthi!  extended 
maturity  pe- 
riod to  iho  be- 
ginning of  each 
haif-year  pe- 
riod thercHflcr 

(3)  On  current 
redemption 
value  from 
beginning  of 
each  lialf-ycar 
period  to 
extended 
maturity 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

'ERIOD 

Percent 

First  '/j  year 

'(6/1/Cil) 

$2.5.‘30 

S.50.  GO 

$101.  20 

$202.  40 

.$o06.  00 

$1,  012.  00 

0.  00 

3.  75 

yi  to  1 year 

....(12/1/01) 

2.5.  75 

51.  50 

103.  00 

206.  00 

515.  00 

1,  030.  00 

3.  56 

-3.  76 

1 to  vears 

(0/1/62) 

26.  20 

52.  40 

104.  SO 

209.  60 

.521.  DO 

1. 01S.  00 

3.  53 

3.  77 

ly  to  2 years 

....(12/1/62) 

20.  67 

53.  34 

106.  68 

213.  36 

533.  10 

1,  066.  SO 

.3.  5.5 

3.  78 

2 to  2y  years 

(6/1/63) 

27.  15 

54.  30 

10.8.  60 

217.  20 

543.  00 

1,  0S6.  00 

3.  56 

3.  SO 

2y  to  Ij  years 

....(12/1/03) 

27.  64 

55.  28 

110.  56 

221.  12 

5-52.  .80 

1,  105.  CO 

3.  57 

3.  SI 

3 Lo  3'A  years 

(6/1/04) 

•28.  14 

56.  28 

J 12.  .56 

225.  12 

562.  80 

1,  12,5.  60 

3.  58 

3.  82 

'3y  to  4 years 

--..(12/1/64) 

28.  66 

57.  32 

114.  64 

229.  28 

573.  20 

1,  146,  40 

3.  ,59 

3.  S3 

4 to  4.y  years 

(6/1/65) 

29.  10 

58.  38 

ilf).  76 

23.3.  52 

583.  SO 

],  167.  60 

3.  61 

3.  84 

i'A  to  5 years 

....(12/1/6.0)' 

20.  73 

59.  40 

MS.  92 

237.  81 

591.  60 

1,  ISO.  20 

3.  62 

4.  2G 

5 Lo  !j'A  years 

(6/1/66) 

30.  29 

60.  58 

121.  16 

212.  32 

60.5.  SO 

I,  211.  60 

.3.  63 

1.  31 

to  Cl  vears 

.-..(I’/i/OC) 

30.  87 

61.  74 

123.  IS 

216.  96 

617.  40 

1,  234.  SO 

3.  65 

4.  36 

(3  to  (j'/i  years 

(6/1/07) 

31.  49 

62.  08 

12.5.  96 

251.  92 

629.  SO 

1,  250.  60 

, 3,  68 

4.  40 

0^^  to  7 years 

.,..(12/1/07) 

32.  13 

61.  20 

128.  52 

2.57.  01 

642.  60 

1,  2S5.  20 

3,  71 

4.  15 

7 to  years 

(6/1 /6S) 

32.  80 

6.5.  00 

131.  20 

262.  40 

6.56.  00 

1,  312.  00 

3.  74 

4.  00 

7i$  to  8 yours 

....(12/1/68) 

33.  50 

67.  00 

134.  00 

26S.  00 

670,  00 

1,  340.  00 

3.  78 

4.  67 

S to  years 

(6/1/60) 

34.  23 

O.S.  16 

136.  92 

273.  84 

684.  60 

1,  369.  20 

3.  SI 

1.  75 

to  1.1  years..., 

....(12/1/00) 

34.  99 

09.  9.8 

139.  06 

279.  92 

699.  SO 

1,  399.  60 

3.  85 

1.  S5 

1)  to  Oj.^  years 

(0/1/70) 

:}r>.  79 

71.  .58 

H3.  10 

2.86-  32 

715.  80 

, 131.  60 

3.  89 

1.  99 

l>i^  to  .10  vetirs 

....(l‘2/l/70) 

30.  62 

73.  21 

116.  IS 

292.  90 

732.  40 

1,  464.  SO 

3.  93 

5.  3.5 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  VALUE 

(10  years  from  original  mu« 

turily  date)* 

(0/1/71) 

37.  60 

75.20 

150.40 

300.  SO 

752.  00 

1,  504.  00 

»4.  00 

‘ MrmUi.  iluy,  6ir1  your  i.m  wliich  issufsof  June  1. 1951.  ciiIct  each  jxriod-  For  siii>sv|uciK  issue  nioiuhs  fnUi  Uic  appropricitc  number  of  months. 

* Yie  ld  from  ln’CliiiiiiiK  ol  etieli  l»alf-.vi-;ir  jM-rioil  tveUeiMlcil  muiurity  ui  cMcn<lc<l  iiiuturiiy  value  prior  to  the  December  1,  IOCS,  revision. 

* Yield  from  licjiimiint:  of  eadi  liaJf-yeartMTMHl  u>  cxUiKled  maiiiriiy  at  cMciulcd  maluriiy  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  lOfiS,  revision. 

< 'jO  years  rrom  issue  dale.  l''.'Ei(‘itdi‘<l  maiiiriiy  value  improved  by  (lie  revision  of  June  1. 1908. 

i YieKI  on  purchase  price  from  issue  dale  to  exlcmlol  nialurity  dale  i$  j-51  peranil. 


TABLE  25 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1951.  THROUGH  APRIL  1,  1952 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18. 75 
25. 00 

$37. 50 
50.00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,  000.  00 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

(1)  ItedempUen  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  duy  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the  re- 
demption 

(3)  On  current 
redemption 

Period  after  original  maturity  (beginning 
10  years  after  issue  date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

of  the  extended 
maturity  pe- 
riod to  the  be- 
ginning of  each 
half-year  pe- 
riod thereafter 

beginning  of 
each  half-year 
period  to 
extended 
maturity 

First  y year 

(12/1/01) 

$25.  37 

$50.  74 

$101.  48 

$202.  9G 

$507.  40 

$1,  014.  80 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 

*3.  75 

to  1 year ... 

1 to  1'/^  years 

-(6/1/62) 

25.  82 

51.  64 

103.  28 

206.  56 

516.  40 

1,032.  80 

3.  55 

*3.  76 

(12/1/62) 

26.  27 

52.  54 

105.  08 

210.  16 

525.  40 

1,  050.  80 

3.  62 

23.  78 

V/2  to  2 years — 

-(6/1/63) 

26.  74 

53.  48 

106.  96 

213.  92 

634.  80 

1,  069.  60 

3.  54 

*3.  79 

2 to  2'A  years 

(12/1/63) 

27.  22 

54.  44 

108.  88 

217.  76 

544.  40 

1,088.  80 
1,  108.  80 

3.  55 

23.  80 

2'/2  to  3 years 

-(6/1/64) 

27.  72 

55.  44 

110.88 

221.  76 

554.  40 

3.  58 

23.  81 

3 to  Z'/i  years 

(12/1/64) 

28.  22 

56.  44 

112.88 

225.  76 

564.  40 

1,  128.  80 

3.  58 

23.  82 

Zy  to  4 years 

.(6/1/65) 

28.  74 

57.  48 

114.  96 

229.  92 

574.  80 

1,  149.  60 

3.  60 

23.  84 

4 to  <iy  years 

(12/1/65) 

29.  27 

58.  54 

117.  08 

234,  16 

585.  40 

1,  170.  SO 

3.  61 

24.25 

iy  to  5 years 

.(6/1/66) 

29.  82 

59.  64 

119.  28 

238.  56 

596.  40 

1,  192.  80 

3.  62 

«4.  29 

5 to  ay  years 

(12/1/66) 

30.  39 

60.  78 

121.  56 

243.  12 

607.  80 

1,  215.  60 

3.  64 

24.34 

zy  to  6 years - 

-(6/1/67) 

30.  99 

61.  98 

123.  96 

247.  92 

619.  SO 

1,  239.  60 

3.  67 

24.39 

6 to  ^y  years... 

(12/1/67) 

31.60 

63.  20 

126.  40 

252.  SO 

632.  00 

1,  264.  00 

3.  69 

24.  44 

Oy  to  7 years 

.(6/1/68) 

32.  26 

64.  52 

129.  04 

258.  OS 

645.  20 

1,  290.  40 

3.  73 

4.  58 

7 to  ly  years 

(12/1/68) 

32.  94 

65.88 

131,  76 

263.  52 

658.  80 

1,  317.  60 

3.  77 

4.  64 

V/i  to  8 years 

.(6/1/69) 

33.  64 

67.  28 

134.  56 

209.  12 

672.  80 

1,  345.  60 

3.  80 

4.72 

8 to  Sj.*:  years 

(12/1/69) 

34.  38 

68.  76 

137.  52 

275.  04 

687.  60 

1,  375.  20 

. 3.84 

4.  80 

8'/i  to  9 years 

-(6/1/70) 

35.  16 

70.  32 

140.  64 

281.  28 

703.  20 

1,406.  40 

3.  88 

4.  89 

9 to  9)^  years 

(12/1/70) 

35.96 

71.  92 

143.  84 

287.  68 

719.  20 

1,  438.  40 

3.  91 

5.  05 

Oy  to  10  vears 

.(6/1/71) 

36.  80 

73.60 

147.  20 

294.  40 

736.  00 

1,  472.  00 

3.  95 

5. 43 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  VALUE 
(10  years  from  original 
malwrity  date)* (12/1/71) 

37.  80 

75. 60 

151.  20 

302.  40 

756. 00 

1,512.  00 

« 4.  03 

■ Montlt,  day.  and  year  on  wliieii  issues  of  December  1, 1951.  cuter  each  period.  For  subscciucnt  issue  monlhs  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months, 
r Yield  from  beginning  of  each  liuU-yenr  perUxi  lo  extended  maturily  ol  extended  nialurity  value  prior  to  the  December  1, 1005,  revision. 

3 Yield  from  beginning  of  each  halPycar  pcriotl  to  extended  muturiiy  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  1068,  revision. 

* 20  years  from  i.ssuc  date.  Fxlcndcd  maturily  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 1968. 

' Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  itaio  lo  extended  maturity  date  is  3.54  percent. 
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TABLE  26 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSDE  DATE  OF  MAY  I,  1952 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.50 
50. 00 

$375. 00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1. 000. 00 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  original  maturity  fbc- 
ginning  9 years  8 months  after  issue 
date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

of  the  extended 
maturity 
period  to  the 
beginning  of 
each  half-year 
period 
thereafter 

value  from 
beginning  of 
each  half- 
year  period 
to  extended 
maturity 

First  'A  year 

-'(1/1/62) 

$25.  27 

$101.  08 

$202.  16 

$505.  40 

$1,010.  80 

Percent 
2 3.  75 

A to  1 year. 

— (7/1/62) 

25.  71 

51.  42 

102.  84 

514.  20 

1, 028.  40 

10,  284 

3.  48 

3.  76 

1 to  years 

--(1/1/63) 

26.  17 

52.  34 

104.  68 

523.  40 

1, 046.  80 

10,  468 

3.  53 

« 3.  77 

lA  to  2 years 

...(7/1/63) 

26.  64 

53.  28 

106.  56 

213.  12 

532.  80 

1, 065.  60 

10,  656 

3.  55 

3.  79 

2 to  2A  years 

— (1/1/64) 

27.  12 

54.  24 

lOa  48 

21G.  96 

542.  40 

1.  084.  SO 

10,  848 

3.  56 

3.  80 

2A  to  3 years 

...(7/1/64) 

27.  61 

55.  22 

110.  44 

220.  88 

552.  20 

11,044 

3.  57 

3.  81 

3 to  3)^  years 

— (1/1/65) 

28.  11 

56.  22 

IIZ  44 

224.  88 

562.  20 

11,  244 

3.  58 

3.  82 

3A  to  4 years 

— (7/1/65) 

28.  62 

57.  24 

114.  48 

228.  96 

572.  40 

1,  144.  SO 

11,  448 

3.  59 

3.  84 

4 to  iA  years 

— (1/1/66) 

KfiMlii 

■iKSlIl 

lie.  60 

233.  20 

583.  00 

1,  166.  00 

n,  660 

3.  60 

4.  25 

4A  to  5 years 

— (7/1/66) 

29.  70 

59.  40 

118.  80 

237.  60 

594.  00 

1. 188.  00 

11,880 

3.  62 

4.  30 

5 to  5A  years 

— (1/1/67) 

30.  27 

60.  54 

121.08 

242.  16 

■niwgTil 

■ IMIiMil 

12,  lOS 

3.64 

4.  34 

5A  to  6 years 

...(7/1/67) 

61.  74 

123.  48 

246.  96 

617.  40 

1.  234.  80 

12,  348 

3.  67 

4.  38 

6 to  QA  years 

— (1/1/68) 

31.  48 

62.  96 

125.  92 

251.84 

629.  60 

1,259.  20 

12,  592 

3.70 

4.  44 

to  7 years... 

...(7/1/68) 

32.  13 

64.  26 

128.  52 

257.  04 

64Z  60 

1,285.  20 

12,  852 

3.73 

4,  58 

7 to  lA  years 

— (1/1/69) 

32.  81 

65.  62 

131.  24 

262.  48 

1,312.  40 

13,  124 

3.  77 

4.  64 

lA  to  8 years., , 

— (7/1/69) 

33.  51 

67.  02 

■fcWigl 

268.  08 

1,  340.  40 

13,  404 

3.  80 

4.  7i 

S to  years 

34.  25 

68.  50 

137.  00 

274.  00 

■SSwi-fa 

1,370.  00 

3.  84 

4.  79 

8J^  to  9 years 

35.  02 

70.  04 

140.  08 

280.  16 

3.  88 

4,89 

9 to  9J-$  years... 

— (1/1/71) 

35.  82 

71.  64 

143.  28 

286.  56 

716.  40 

1,432.  80 

14,  32S 

3.91 

5.05 

to  lO  years.. 

— (7/1/71) 

36.  65 

73.  30 

146.  60 

293.  20 

■rKKMIIH 

■JmsMilil 

KEl^l 

3.  95 

5.  46 

EXTENDED 

MATURITY  VALUE 
(10  years  from  original 
maturity 

date)* (1/1/72) 

37.  65 

75.  30 

ISO. 60 

301. 20 

753.00 

1, 506. 00 

15,060 

M.03 

> Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  Issuer  o(  Mny  l.  I9i2,  enter  each  period- 

* Yield  from  boi,'inning  of  each  hnH>ycor  period  to  extended  maturity  at  exiendetl  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1,  )0&5.  revision. 

* Yield  from  beginning  of  each  half'Veflr  period  to  extended  maturity  atexicnOcd  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 19B3,  revision. 

* 10  years  and  8 months  from  issue  dote.  Extended  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1,  lOGS. 

< Yield  on  purchase  price  from  Issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  3.03  percent. 


TABLE  27 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSDE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  SEPTEMBER  1,  1952 


$18. 75 

$37.50 
50.  00 

$75.00 

100.00 

$150.00 
200. 00 

$375. 00 
500. 00 

$750. 00 
1,000. 00 

$7,500 
10. 000 

Approximate  Investment 
yield 

Denomination.,. 

25.00 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  On  current 
redemption 
value  from 
beginning  ot 
each  half- 
year  period 
to  extended 
matuiUjr 

Period  after  oilginal  maturity  (be- 
fiiruilne  9 years  8 moatbs  after  issue 
date) 

EXTENDED  MATDRITY  PERIOD 

! 

ofthcex  tended 
maturity 
period  to  the 
beginning  of 
each  half-year 
period 
thercaftec 

First  A year 

—'(2/1/62) 

$25.  33  ^ 

$50.  66 

$101.32 

$202.  64 

$506.  60 

1 

$1,013.  20  ' 

$10, 132 

Percent 
0.  00 

Fereent 

*3.  75 

A to  1 vear 

1 to  lA  years 

— (8/1/62) 

25.  78 

51.56 

103.  12  ] 

1 206.  24 

515.  60 

1,031.  20  ! 

i 10,312 

3.  55 

*3. 76 

-..(2/1/63) 

26.  23 

52.  46 

104  92 

209.  84 

524.  60 

1,049.  20 

10,  492 

3.  52 

>3.  78 

1)^  to  2 years 

— (8/1/63) 

26.  70 

53.  40 

106.  80  1 

1 213.  60 

534.  00 

1. 068.  00 

10,  680 

3.  54 

>3.79 

2 to  2A  years 

...(2/1/64) 

27.  18 

54.  36 

108.  72 

217.  44 

543.  60 

1.  087.  20 

10,  872 

3.  56 

23.  80 

2A  to  3 years 

... (8/1/04) 

27.  67 

55.  34 

110.  68 

221.  36 

553.  40 

1.  106.  80 

11,068 

3.  57 

*3.81 

3 to  ZA  years 

...(2/1/65) 

28.  IS 

56.  36 

112.  72 

225.  44 

563.  60 

1,  127.  20 

11,272 

3.  59 

*3.  82 

3A  to  4 years 

— (8/1/65) 

28.  69 

57.  38 

114  76 

229.  52 

573.  SO  1 

1,  147.  60 

11,476 

3.  59 

* 3.84 

4 to  ‘iA  years 

— (2/1/66) 

29.  22 

58.  44 

116.  88 

233.  76 

584.  40 

1, 168.  80 

11,688 

11,908 

3. 60 

»4  25 

4.A  to  5 years 

— (8/1/66) 

29.  77 

59.  54 

119.  08 

238. 16 

595.  40 

1,  190.  80 
1, 213.  60 

3.  62 

2 4.  30 

5 to  5A  years 

-..(2/1/67) 

30.  34 

60.  68 

121.  36 

242.  72 

606.  80 

12, 136 

3.  64 

3 4.34 

5H  to  6 years 

— (8/1/67) 

30.  94  1 

61.  88  1 

123.  76 

247.  52 

618.80 

1,237.  60 

12.  376 

3.  67 

3 4.39 

6 to  6A  years 

— (2/1/08) 

31.  56  ' 

63.  12  1 

126.  24 

252.  48 

631.  20 

1.  262.  40 

12,  624 

3.70 

3443 

6A  to  7 years... 

— (S/1/6S) 

32.  20  j 

64.  40  ; 

128.  80 

257.  60 

644.  00 

1,  288.  00 

12,  880 

3.73 

4 59 

7 to  7A  years 

-.(2/1/69) 

32.  89 

65.  78  ! 

131.  56 

263.  12 

657.  80 

1,  315-  60 

13,  156 

3.77 

4 64 

7 A to  8 years... 

— (8/ 1/69) 

33.  59  1 

67.  18 

134  36 

268.  72 

671.  80 

1,  343.  60 

13,  436 
13,  732 

3.  80 

47L 

8 to  8)^  years 

— (2/1/70) 

34. 33 ; 

68.  66 

137.  32 

274.  64 

686.  60  , 

1,  373.  20 

3.  84 

4 79 

SA  to  9 years 

— (8/1/70) 

35.  10 

70.  20 

140.  40 

2Sa  80 

702.00 

1,  404.  00 

14,  040 

1 3.87 

4 89 

9 to  9 A years 

— (2/1/71) 

35.  90 

71.  80 

143.  60  , 

287.  20 

718.  00  1 

J.  436.  00 

14,  360 

■ 3. 91 

5. 06 

9A  to  10  yejirs.. 

-.(8/1/71)  : 

36.  74 

73.  48 

146.  96 

293.  92 

734  80 

1,  469.  60 

14,  696 

3.  95 

5.44 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years  from 
original  maturity 
date)* (2/1/72) 

37.  74 

75.48 

150. 96 

301.92 

1 

754.  80 

1,509.60 

15. 096 

5 4.03 

‘ Month,  day,  and  yc.ar  on  which  issues  of  June  1, 19.52,  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  moatbs. 
r Yield  from  beginning  of  each  half-year  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1, 19G5,  revisioa. 

> Yield  from  beginning  of  each  lialf>ycar  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  Juno  1, 19C8,  revision, 

* 19  years  and  8 months  from  issue  date.  Extended  maturity  value  improved  by  therevi^on  of  June!,  19C8. 
i Yield  on  purcliasc  price  from  issue  dale  to  extended  looturity  date  is  3.69  percent. 
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TABLE  28 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  OCTOBER  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1952 


$18.  75 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1,  000.  00 

$7, 500 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

Denomination 

25.  00 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 

(2)  On  the 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

redemption 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  original 

maturity  (bo- 

ofthee.xtcnded 

value  from 

maturity 

beginning  of 

period  to  the 

each  half. 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

beginning  of 

year  period 

each  half-year 

lo  extended 

period 

maturity 

thereafter 

Percent 

Percent 

First  ],i  year 

-'(S/I/62) 

$25,  33 

$50.  66 

$101.  32 

$202.  64 

$b06.  GO 

$1.  013.  20 

$10, 132 

0.  00 

2 3.  75 

M to  I year 

..(12/1/G2) 

25.  78 

51.  56 

103. 12 

206.  24 

515.00 

1,  031.  20 

10,  312 

3.  5.5 

2 3.  76 

1 to  years... 

..-((>/l/G3): 

26.  23 

52.  46 

104.  92 

209.  84 

524.  60 

1,  049.  20 

10,  492 

3.  52 

2 3.  78 

to  2 years 

--(I2/.1/G3)' 

26.  70 

53.  40 

106.  so 

213.  60 

534.  00 

1,068.  00 

10,  680 

3.  54 

2 3.  79 

2 to  years 

--(0/1/04), 

27.  iS 

54.  30 

108.  72 

217.  44 

543.  60 

1,087.  20 

10,  872 

3.  56 

2 3.  SO 

2'/i  to  years 

--.(12/1/64) 

27.  67 

55.  34 

1 10.  68 

221.  36 

553.  40 

1,  106.  SO 

11,  06S 

3.  57 

3.  81 

3 to  3J.ii  years 

...(G/1/G5) 

2&  IS 

56.  36 

J 12.  72 

325.  44 

563.  GO 

],  127.  20 

11,  272 

3.  59 

3.  82 

3}'l  to  4 year-s... 

...(12/1/65) 

28.  69 

57.  38 

114.  76 

229.  52 

573.  SO 

1,  147.  60 

11,  476 

3.  59 

4.  24 

4 to  4)i>  years 

— (0/1/60) 

29.  23 

58.  46 

116.  92 

233.  84 

584  60 

1,  169.  20 

11,  692 

3.  61 

4.  28 

4'/i  to  5 years 

..(12/1/6C) 

29.  78 

59.  56 

119.  12 

238.  24 

.595.  60 

1,  191.  20 

11,  912 

3.  63 

4,  32 

5 to  5'/i  years 

---(6/1/67) 

30.  36 

60.  72 

121.  44 

242.  88 

607.  20 

1,  214.  40 

12,  144 

3.  66 

4.  37 

to  6 years... 

..(12/1/67) 

30.  97 

61.  94 

123.  8$ 

247.  70 

619.  40 

1,  238.  SO 

12,  388 

3.  69 

4,  41 

6 to  GH  years 

...(6/1/GS) 

31.60 

63.  20 

126.  40 

252.  SO 

632.  00 

1,  264.  00 

12,  640 

3.  72 

4.  55 

O'/i  to  7 years... 

..(12/1/68) 

32,  25 

64.  50 

129.  00 

258.  00 

645.  00 

1,  290.  00 

12,  900 

3.  75 

4.  61 

7 to  years.,. 

— (0/1/09) 

32.  94 

65.88 

131.  76 

263.  52 

658.  80 

1,317.  60 

13,  176 

3.  79 

4.  67 

to  8 years 

..(12/1/69), 

33.  65 

07.  30 

134.  60 

269.  20 

673.  00 

1,  346.  00 

13,  460 

3.  82 

4.  74 

8 to  8K  years... 

-,.(6/1/70) 

34.  39 

68.  78 

137.  56 

275.  12 

687.  SO 

1,  375.  60 

13,  756 

3.  86 

4.  82 

8)^  to  0 years... 

-(12/1/70), 

35.  16 

70.  32 

140.  64 

281.  28 

703.  20 

1,  406.  40 

14,  064 

3.  90 

4.  94 

9 to  9>^  years... 

...(6/1/71) 

35.  97 

71.  94 

143.  8$ 

287.  76 

719.  40 

1,  438.  80 

14,  388 

3.  93 

5.  11 

9M  to  10  years.. 

..(12/1/71) 

36.  SI 

73.  62 

147.  24 

294.  48 

730.  20 

1,  472.  40 

14,  724 

3.  97 

5.  54 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (10  years  from 

original  maturity 

date)* 

-(6/1/72) 

37.  83 

75.  66 

151.32 

302.  64 

756.  60 

1,513.  20 

15, 132 

® 4.05 

s Month,  (lay.  and  year  on  which  Issues  ot  Octol^r  1.  enter  cnch  period-  For  subsc(|iicni  issue  months  odd  the  appropriate  number  of  montlis. 
9 Yield  from  bcglnnins  of  caeli  linlf-ycar  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  Die  December  1, 196-^,  revision. 

3 Yield  from  bcKinniiiij  of  each  Italhvear  period  to  exicn<l<xl  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 1QG8,  revision. 

* 10  years  uml  8 monllis  from  issue  date.  Extended  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1. 10C8. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  3.U0  percent. 


TABLE  29 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  1952,  THROUGH  MARCH  1.  1933 


$18.75 

$37. 50 
50.00 

$75.  00 
100.00 

$150.  OO 
200.  00 

1 

$375.  00 
500.00 

$750.  00 
1,  000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,  000 

Approxlimito  investment 
yield 

Denomination.............. 

25.  00 

(1)  Redemption  valuesdurlnc  cnch  half-year  period 

(2)  On  the 

(values  iuerease  on  lirsi  day  ol  period  sliowif) 

redemption 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  original  maturity  (be- 

value  from 

ginning  9 years  8 luonfhs  after  issue 

maturity 

beginning  of 

date) 

period  to  the 

each  half- 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

beginning  of 

year  period 

each  half-year 

to  cxlcndcd 

period 

maturity 

Ihcrcatler 

Percent 

Percent 

First  M year.. 

'(8/1/62) 

$25.  39 

$50.  78 

$101.  56 

$203.  12 

$507.  SO 

$1,  015.  60 

$10,  156 

0.  00 

* 3 75 

to  1 year 

(2/1/63) 

25.  84 

51.  68 

103.  36 

200.  72 

516.  SO 

1,  033  60 

10,  336 

3 54 

2 3.  76 

1 to  li-^  years. 

(S/1/G3) 

26.  29 

52.  58 

105.  IG 

210.  32  1 

525.  SO 

1,  051.  60 

10,  516 

3.  51  1 

2 3.  77 

VA  to  2 years. 

(2/1/64) 

26.  76  1 

53.  62 

107.  04 

214.  OS 

533  20 

1,  070.  40 

10,  704 

3 53  1 

2 3 79 

2 to  2'A  years. 

(8/1/64) 

27.  24 

54.  48 

108.  96 

217.  92 

544.  SO 

1,  089.  60 

10,  896 

3.  55 

2 3.  80 

2K’  to  3 years. 

(2/1/65) 

27.  74 

55.  48 

110.96 

221.  92 

554.  80 

1,  109.  GO 

11,  096 

3.  57 

2 3 81 

3 to  3'/’  years. 

(S/1/65) 

2a  24 

56.  48 

112.  96 

225.  02 

564.  SO 

1,  129.  00 

11,296 

! 3.  58 

2 3.  82 

to  4 years. 

(2/1/66)  1 

28.  76 

57.  52 

113  04 

230.  08 

575.  20 

1.  150.  40 

11,  504 

! 3.  59 

3 4.  23 

4 to  i'/:  years. 

(S/1/66) 

29.  30 

5a  60 

117.  20 

234.  40 

586  00 

1,  172.  00 

11,  720 

i 3.  61 

3 4.  27 

4’/>  to  5 years. 

(2/1/67) 

29.  85 

59.  70 

119.  40 

23a  80 

507.  00 

' 1,  104.  00 

11,  940 

' 3 63 

3 4.  32 

5 to  b'A  years. 

(8/1/67) 

30.  43 

60.  86 

121.  72 

243  14 

OOa  00 

1,  217.  20 

12,  172 

3.  65 

3 4.  36 

5Yz  to  6 years. 

(2/1/68) 

31.  04 

62.  08 

124.  16 

24a  32 

620.  SO 

1,  241.  60 

12.  416 

3.  69 

3 4 40 

6 to  d'A  years. 

(S/1/6S) 

31.  67 

63  34 

126  68 

253.  36 

033.  40 

1 1,  266,  80 

12,  668 

3.  72 

4 55 

d'A  to  7 years. 

(2/1/69) 

32.  33 

64.  66 

129.  32 

25a  64 

046.  60 

1,  293.  20 

12,  932 

3.  75 

4.  60 

7 to  7A  years. 

(S/1/69) 

3a  02 

66.  04 

132.  OS 

204.  IG 

660.  40 

1 1,  320.  SO 

13,  208 

3 79 

4.  66 

7'A  to  S years. 

(2/1/70) 

33.  73 

67.  46 

134.  92 

209.  84 

674.  60 

1 1.  349.  20 

13,  492 

3.  82 

4.  73 

8 to  years. 

(8/1/70) 

34.  47 

68.  94 

137.  88 

273  76 

689.  40 

' 1,  378.  SO 

13,  7SS 

' 3.  86 

4.  81 

B'A  to  9 years. 

(2/1/71) 

35.  24 

70.  48 

140.  96 

281.  92 

704.  SO 

1,  409.  60 

• 14,  096 

3.  S9 

4 93 

9 to  d'A  years. 

(S/1/71) 

36.  06 

72.  12 

144.  24 

2Sa  48 

721.  20 

, 1,  442.  40 

14,  424 

1 3 94 

5.  07 

9'A  to  10  years 

(2/1/72) 

3a  90 

73.  SO 

147.  60 

293  20 

73a  00 

1 1,  476  00 

14,760 

1 3. 97 

. 5.  4.7 

EXTENDED 

MATURITY 

VALUE  ( 10  years  from 

original  maturity 

dale)* 

(8/1/72) 

37.91 

75.82 

1 

151.64 

303  28 

758.  20 

! 1,516.40 

15,  164 

5 4.  05 

* Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  issues  of  December  1,. 1952,  enter  citch  period.  For  subscriucnl  issue  months  add  llic  appropriate  nvimbcr  of  mouths. 

2 Yield  from  beginning  of  caOi  half-year  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1, 1905,  revision. 

3 Yield  from  beginning  of  cocli  Inilt-year  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  imtturity  value  prior  to  llic  June  1, 1908,  revision. 

* 19  years  and  8 monllis  frout  issue  date.  Extended  maturity  volue  improved  by  tlic  revision  of  Juno  1,  1968. 
t Yield  on  purchase  price  Xroiu  issue  date  lo  extended  maturity  dale  is  3.CI  percent. 
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TABLE  30 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  APRIL  1 THROUGH  MAY  I,  1953 


Issue  price 

Denomination... 

$18.75 

25.00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$150.  00 
200.00 

$37.5.00  1 
500.00  1 

$750. 00 
E 000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,000 

Approximate  invesiment 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  volues  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  incrensc  on  drsi  day  of  period  ^lowii) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  original  maturity  (be- 
ginning 0 years  3 months  after  issue 
date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

ofthc  extended 
maturity 
period  to  the 
Winning  of 
each  half-year 
period 
thereafter 

value  from 
beginning  of 
each  hnlf- 
ye.ir  period 
to  extended 
maturity 

Pirst  H year 

..'(12/1/62) 

$25.  39 

$50.  78 

$101.  56 

$203.  12 

$507.  80 

$1,015.  fiO 

lio,  1.56 

J’creeijf 
0.  00 

Percent 

2 3.  75 

to  1 year 

1 to  yeans 

...(6/1/63) 

25.  84 

51.  68 

103.  36 

206.  72 

516.  so 

1.  033.  60 

10,  336 

3.  54 

2 3.  70 

-(12/1/63) 

26.  29 

52.  58 

.10.5.  16 

210.  32 

525.  80 

1,051.60  1 

10,  510 

3.  51 

2 3.  77 

to  2 years.. 

...(6/1/64) 

26.  76 

53.  52 

107.  04 

214.  OS 

535.  20 

1,070.  40  1 

10,  704 

3.  .53 

23.  79 

2 to  2‘/i  years... 

-.(12/1/64) 

27.  24 

54.  48 

108.  96 

217.  92 

544.  80 

1,  089.  60 

10,  896 

3.  55 

2 3.  SO 

2'A  to  3 years 

— (6/1/65) 

27.  74 

55.  48 

1 10.  96 

221.92 

554.  80 

1,  109.  60  1 

U,  096 

3.  57 

2 3.  81 

3 to  3%  years 

-(12/1/65) 

28.  24 

56.  48 

112.  96 

225.  92 

564.  SO 

1,  129.  60 
1,  150.80 

11,  296 

3.  5S 

3>j  bo  4 yeare 

...(6/1/66) 

28.  77 

57.  54 

11.5.  08 

230.  16 

575.  40 

11,  508 

3.  60 

2 4_  26 

4 to  i'A  years... 

--(I2/I/66) 

29.  31 

58.  62 

117.  24 

234.  48 

.586.  20 

1,  172.  40 

11,  724 

3.  62 

2 4.  30 

4H  to  5 years 

...(6/1/67) 

29.  87 

59.  74 

119.  48 

238.  96 

597.  40 

1,  194.  SO 
1,  218.  40 

11,  948 

3.  64 

2 4.  35 

.5  to  years 

--(12/1/67) 

30.  46  1 

60.  92  1 

121.  84 

243.  68 

600.  20 

12,  1S4  i 

3.  67 

2 4.  39 

oj-'i  to  6 years 

--.(6/1/68) 

31.  07 

62.  14  ' 

124.  28 

248.  56 

621.  40 

1,  242.  SO 

12,  428  ' 

3.  70 

4.  53 

6 to  6K'  years 

--(12/1/68) 

31.  71 

63.  42 

126.  84 

253.  68 

634.  20 

1.  268.  40 
1.  295.  20 

12,  684 

3.  74 

4.  58 

to  7 years 

--.(6/1/69) 

32.  38  : 

64.  76  i 

129.  52 

259.  04 

647.  60  i 

12,  952 
13,228 

3.  78 

4.  6.3 

7 to  7y>  years 

--(12/1/69) 

33.  07 

66.  14 

132.  28 

264.  56 

661.  40  1 

1.  322.  80 

3.  81 

4.  70 

7Yi  to  8 years 

...(6/1/70) 

33.  79 

67.  58 

135.  10 

270.  32 

675.  80 

1,351.00 

13,  516 

3,  85 

4.  76 

8 to  SK>  years... 

-,(12/1/70) 

34.  54 

69.  OS 

138.  10 

276.  32 

690.  80  1 

I,.381.  CO 

13,816  i 

3.  88  ; 

4.  S4 

to  9 years 

... (6/1/71) 

35.  31 

70.  62 

141.  24 

282.  48 

706.  20 

1.  412.  40 

14,  124 

.3.  92 

4.97 

9 to  O'/i  years... 

-.(12/1/71) 

36.  13 

72.  26 

144.  52 

289.  04 

722.  60 

1,445.20 

14,  452 

3.  96 

5.  14 

to  10  years.. 

-.-(6/1/72) 

36.  97 

73.94 

147.88  ' 

295.  76  ' 

739.  40 

1,478.  80 

14.  788 

3.  99 

5.  63 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years  from 
original  maturity 
date)* (12/1/72) 

38.01 

76.02 

152.  04 

304. 08 

760. 20 

1.  520.  40 

15,  204 

M.08 

■ MoiUh,  dny,  and  year  on  which  issues  of  April  1,  1943,  enter  each  period.  For  suhscriiieni  issue  months  ndd  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

• Yield  from  bcgimiins  otcneli  linlf>ycnr  pericKl  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1, 1994.  revision. 

> Yield  from  beelimini;  of  cneli  half-year  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 19G8,  revision. 

* 19  years  and  8 months  from  issue  date,  h'xtondod  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1,  1968. 

) Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  dale  to  extended  maturity  date  is  3.03  percent. 


TABLE  31 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  SEPTEMBER  1. 1953 


Issue  price 

Denomination.... 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$375.  00  1 
500. 00 

$750.00 
1,000.  00 

$7,500 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

Period  after  original  Tnntiirity  (he- 

<1)  Redemption  values  tiuring  eaeli  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  day  of  |>eriod  shown) 

(2)  On  the 
rodompiion 
value  at  start 
ofihe  extended 

(3)  On  current 
redemption 
value  from 

Alate) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

period  to  the 
beginning  of 
each  half-year 
period 
thereafter 

each  half- 
year  period 
10  extended 
niaiurily 

First  A year 

-'(2/1/6.3) 

$2.5.  45 

$50.  90 

$101.80 

$203.  60 

$509.  00 

$1,  018.  00 

$10,  ISO 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 

* 3.  75 

'A  to  1 year 

..(S/.1/63) 

25.  90 

51.  SO  , 

103.  60 

207.  20 

518.  00 

1,  036.  00 

10,  360 

3.  54 

2 3.  76 

1 to  VA  years 

-.(2/1/64) 

26.  36 

52.  72  1 

10.5.  44 

210.88 

527.  20 

1,  054.  40 

10,  544 
10.  732 

3.  54 

8 .3.  77 

IK  to  2 years 

-.(S/1/64) 

26.  S3 

53.  66  ! 

107.  32 

214.  64 

.536.  60 

1,  073.  20 

3.  <)'o 

2 3.  78 

2 to  2'A  years 

--(2/1/65) 

27.  31 

54.  62 

109.  24 

218.  48 

546.  20 

1,092.  40 

10,  924 

3.  56 

2 3.  80 

2'A  -to  3 years 

..(S/1/65) 

27.  SO 

•55.  60 

111.  20 

222.  40 

556.  00 

1,  112.  00 

11,  120 
11,324 

3.  56 

1 2 3.  81 

3 to  3){>  years 

--(2/1/66) 

28.  31 

56.  6^ 

113.  24 

226.  48 

566.  20 

1,  132.  40 

3.  58 

3 4 22 

3)-^  to  4 years 

..(8/1/06) 

28.  84 

57.  68 

115.  36 

230.  72 

576.  80 

1, 15-3.  60 

11.  536 
11.  752 

3.  60 

i » 4.  26 

4 to  i'A  years 

--(2/1/67) 

29.  38 

58.  76 

II7.  52 

235.  04 

587.  60 

1,  175.  20 

3.  62 

1 3 4.  30 

A'A  to  5 years 

-(S/1/67) 

29.  94 

59.  SS 

119.  76 

239.  52 

598.  80 

1,  197.  60 

11,  976 

3.  64 

! 2 4.  35 

5 to  b'A  years 

-.(2/1/68) 

30.  53 

61.  06 

1 

244.  24 

610.  60 

1,  221.  20 

12,  212 

a 67 

' 3 4.  30 

!j'A  to  6 years 

--(8/1/6S) 

31.  15 

62.  30 

124.  60 

249.  20 

623.  00 

1,  246.  00 

12,  460 

3.71 

1 4.  53 

6 to  (i'A  vears 

..(2/1/69) 

31.  78 

63.  56 

127.  12 

254.  24 

635.  60 

1,271.  20 

12,  712 

3.  74 

1 4.  59 

O'A  to  7 years 

--(8/ 1/69) 

32.  46 

64.  92 

129.  84 

259.  68 

649.  20 

1,  29a  40 

12,  984 

13,  256 

3.  78 

4.  63 

7 to  7'A  years... 

--(2/1/70) 

33.  14 

66.  28 

132.  56 

265.  12 

66Z  SO 

1,  325.  60 

-3.81 

i 4.  70 

7'Aio  S vears 

.-(8/1/70) 

33.  87 

67.  74 

135.  48 

27tt  96 

677.  40 

1,  354.  SO 

13, 548 

3.  85 

4.  70 

8 to  S'A  years 

--(2/1/71) 

34.  62 

69.  24 

13&  48 

276.  96 

692.  40 

1,  334.  80 

13.848 

3.  88 

I 4. 85 

to  9 years 

--(8/1/71) 

35.  40 

70.  80 

141.  60 

283.  20 

708.00 

1,  416.  00 

14, 160 

3.  92 

4.  96 

9 to  O'A  years 

-(2/1/72) 

36.  21  1 

72.  42 

144.  84 

289.  68 

724.  20 

1,  44a  40 

14,  484 

3.  96 

5.  15 

9)^  to  10  years.. 

-(8/1/72) 

37.  05 

74.  10 

148.  20 

296.  40 

741.00 

1,  482.  00 

14,820 

3.99 

5.  67 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years  from 
original  maturity 
dale)' (2/1/73) 

38. 10 

76.  20 

152.40 

304.  80 

762.  00 

1 

1,524.00 

15,  240 

5 4. 08 

I Afonlh,  day.  and  year  on  which  issues  of  June  1,  1953,  enter  c.ich  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

• Yield  from  bet'innin)'  of  eacli  linif-ycar  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  Dcccmlicr  1 , 19G5.  revision. 

3 Yield  from  begimiini'  of  each  half-year  period  to  extended  mauirity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  1003,  revision. 

* 10  years  and  8 months  from  issue  date.  Extended  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 10G8. 

3 Yield  on  purcliasc  price  from  issue  dale  to  c.\tcndcd  maturity  date  is  3.64  percent. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


178  19  68  EEPORT  OF  TEffi  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 

TABLE  32 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  OCTOBER  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1.  1953 


$18. 75 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75. 00 

$150. 00 
200. 00 

$375. 00 
500. 00 

$750. 00 

$7, 500 
10, 000 

Approximate  Investment 
yield 

Denomination 

25.  00 

100. 00 

1,  000.  00 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  increaso  on  first  day  of  period  sliown) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  Oncunent 
redemption 
value  from 
beginning  of 
each  half- 
year  period 
to  extended 
maturity 

Period  after  original  maturity  (be- 
finning  9 years  6 months  after  issue 
date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

oftheextended 
maturity 
period  to  the 
beginning  of 
each  half-year 
period 
thereafter 

First  H year 

-'(6/1/63) 

$25.  45 

$50.  90 

$101.  80 

S203.  60 

$509.  00 

$1,  018.  00 

$10,  180 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 

* 3.  75 

^ to  1 year 

1 to  iK  years 

-(12/1/63) 

25.  90 

51.  80 

103.  60 

207.  20 

518.  00 

1.  036.  00 

10,  360 

3.  54 

2 3.76 

..(6/1/64) 

26.  36 

52.  72 

105.  44 

210.88 

527.  20 

1.  054.  40 

10,  544 
10,  732 

3.  54 

3.  77 

to  2 years 

.(12/1/64) 

26.  83 

53.  66 

107.  32 

214.  64 

536.  60 

1,  073.  20 

3.  55 

2 3.  78 

2 to  '2\^  years 

--(6/1/65) 

27.  31 

54.  62 

109.  24 

218.  48 

546.  20 

1,  092.  40 

10,  924 

11,  120 

3.  56 

2 3.  80 

2)i  to  3 years 

-(12/1/65) 

27.  SO 

55.  60 

111.  20 

222.  40 

556.  00 

1,  IIZ  00 

3.  56 

2 4.  21 

3 to  ZM  years 

--(6/1/66) 

28.  32 

56.  64 

113.  28 

226.  56 

566.  40 

1,  132.  80 

11,328 

3.  59 

2 4.  24 

Z)ii  to  4 years 

-(12/1/66) 

28.  85 

57.  70 

115.40 

230.  80 

577.  00 

1,  154.  00 

11,  540 

3.  61 

3 4.  28 

4 to  4J4  years 

-(6/1/67) 

29.  40 

Sa  SO 

117.  60 

235.  20 

588.  00 

1,  176.  00 
1,  198.  40 

11,  760 
11,984 

3.  64 

4.  32 

to  5 years 

-(12/1/67) 

29.  96 

59.  92 

119.84 

239.  68 

599.  20 

3.  66 

3 4.  37 

5 to  5}i  years 

-.(6/1/68) 

30.  56 

61.  12 

122.  24 

244.  48 

611.  20 

1,  222  40 

12,  224 

3.  69 

4.  51 

5^1  to  6 years 

-(12/1/68) 

31.  19 

62.  38 

124.  76 

249.  52 

623.  SO 

1,  247.  60 
1,  273.  20 

12,  476 

3.  73 

4.  55 

6 to  6'A  years 

--(6/1/69) 

31.  83 

63.  66 

127.  32 

254.  64 

636.  60 

12,  732 

3.  76 

4.  61 

to  7 years 

-(12/1/69) 

32.  51 

65.  02 

130.  04 

260.  08 

650.  20 

1,  300.  40 

13,  004 

3.  80 

4.  65 

7 to  75-4  years 

-.(6/1/70) 

33.  19 

66.  38 

132  76 

265.  52 

663.  80 

1,  327.  60 

13,  276 

3.  83 

4.  73 

7)-4  to  8 years 

-(12/1/70) 

3a  93 

67.  86 

135.  72 

271.  44 

678  60 

1,  357.  20 

13,  572 

3.  87 

4.  79 

8 to  854  years 

-(6/1/71) 

34.  68 

69.  36 

133.72 

277.  44 

693.  60 

1,  387.  20 

13,  872 

3.  91 

4.  88 

854  to  9 years 

-(12/1/71) 

35.  47 

70.94 

141.  88 

283.  76 

709.  40 

1.418.  80 

14,  188 

3.  94 

4.  99 

9 to  954  years 

..(6/1/72) 

36.  28 

72.56 

145.  12 

290.  24 

725.  60 

1,  451.  20 
1,  485.  20 

14,  512 

3.  98 

5.  20 

954  to  10  years... 

-(12/1/72) 

37.  13 

74.  26 

148.  52 

297.  04 

742.  60 

14,  852 

4.  02 

5.  71 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years  from 
original  maturity 
dateV (6/1/73) 

38. 19 

76.  38 

152.7$ 

305.  52 

763. 80 

1,527.  60 

15, 276 

^4.10 

> Month,  (toy,  and  ycnr  on  which  issues  of  October  1. 19S3.  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
3 Yield  from  besinulng  ofencli  liair>yeer  perlo<l  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1, 1965,  revision. 

3 Yield  from  bogiiminK  of  each  linir.year  period  loe-xtended  maturity  at  extended  moturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  1968,  revision, 
r 29  yeors  and  8 months  from  Issue  date,  extended  maturity  volue  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1,  1968. 

' Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  3.6S  percent. 


TABLE  33 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  PROM  DECEMBER  1.  1953,  THROUGH  MARCH  I.  1954 


Issue  price 

Denomination... 

$18.75 

25.00 

$37.50 
50. 00 

$75. 00 
too.  00 

$150. 00 
ZOO.  00 

$375.  00 
500. 00 

$750. 00 
1,000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  coch  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  original  malnrlly  (be- 
ginning 9 years  8 months  after  Issue 
date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

oftheextended 
maturity 
period  to  the 
beginning  of 
each  half-year 
period 
thereafter 

value  from 
beginning  of 
each  half- 
year  period 
to  extended 
maturity 

First  year 

-■(8/1/63) 

$25.  52 

$51.  04 

$103.  08 

$204.  16 

$510.  40 

$1.  020.  80 

SIO,  208 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 

3.  75 

'A  to  1 year 

1 to  !)-{  years 

-.(2/1/64) 

2.5.  97 

51.  94 

103.  88 

207.  76 

519.  40 

1,  038.  80 

10,  388 

3.  53 

3.  76 

-(8/1/64) 

26.  43 

52.  86 

105.  72 

211.  44 

528.  60 

1,  057.  20 

10,  572 

3.  53 

3.  77 

1 to  2 years  - . . 

-.(2/1/65) 

26.  90 

53.  80 

107.  60 

215.  20 

538.  00 

1,  076.  00 

10,  760 

3.  54 

3.  79 

2 to  2 A years 

..(S/l/65) 

27.  38 

54.  76 

109.  52 

219.  04 

547.  60 

1,  095.  20 

10,  952 

3.  55 

3.  80 

2A  to  3 years 

--(2/1/OG) 

27.  8S 

-55.  70 

1 1 1.  .52 

223.  04 

557.  60 

1,  115.  20 

11,  152 

3.  57 

4.  21 

3 to  Z'A  vears 

--(S/1/66) 

28.  40 

56.  SO 

113.  60 

227.  20 

56&  00 

1,  136.  00 

11,  360 

3.  60 

4.  25 

3H  to  4 years 

..(2/1/67) 

28,  1)3 

57.  86 

1 15.  72 

231.  44 

578.  60 

1,  157.  20 

11.  572 

3.  62 

4.  29 

4 to  iVt  years 

-(S/1/67) 

29.  48 

58.  96 

117.  9 2 

235.  84 

539.  60 

1,  179.  20 

11,  792 

3.  64 

4.  33 

iVz  to  5 years 

--(2/1/6S) 

30.  05 

60.  10 

120.  20 

240.  40 

601.  00 

1,  202.  00 

12.  020 

3.  66 

4.  37 

5 to  5A  years 

.-(8/1/08) 

30.  65 

61.  30 

122.  60 

24.5.  20 

613.  00 

1,  226.  00 

12,  260 

3.  70 

4.  51 

HA  to  G years 

--(2/1/69) 

31.  27 

62.  54 

125.  08 

2.50.  16 

625.  40 

1,  250.  80 

12.  508 

3.  73 

4.  56 

6 to  6>'2  years 

--(8/1/69) 

31.  92 

63.  84 

127.  68 

255.  36 

638.  40 

1,  276.  SO 
1,  304.  00 

12,  768 

3.  76 

4.  61 

6A  to  7 years 

— (2/1/70) 

32.  60 

65.  20 

130.  40 

260.  80 

652.  00 

13.  040 

3.  80 

4.  66 

7 to  lYi  years. .. 

...(S/1/70) 

33.  30 

66.  60 

133.  20 

266.  40 

666.  00 

1,  332.  00 

13,  320 

3.  84 

4.  72 

7)^  to  8 years 

--(2/1/71) 

34.  02 

6$.  04 

136.  0$ 

272.  16 

680.  40 

1,  360.  80 

13.  608 

3.  87 

4.  80 

S to  S'/i  years 

---(S/1/71) 

34.  77 

69.  54 

139.08 

27.S.  16 

695.  40 

1,  390.  SO 

13,  90S 

3.  90 

4.  89 

SK  to  9 years 

--(2/1/72) 

35.  56 

71.  12 

142.  24 

284.  48 

711.  20 

1,  422.  40 

U,  224 

3.  94 

5.  01 

9 to  9'A  years... 

-.(8/1/72) 

36.  38 

72.  76 

145.  52 

291.  04 

727.  60 

1,  45.5.  20 

14,  552 

3.  98 

5.  21 

9K  to  10  years.. 

--(2/1/73) 

; 37.  23 

74.  46 

148.  92 

297.  84 

744.  60 

1,  489.  20 

14,  892 

4.  02 

5.  75 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years 
from  original  maturity 
date)‘ (8/1/73) 

38.  30 

76.  60 

153.20 

306. 40 

766.  00 

1.  532.  00 

15, 320 

« 4.10 

> Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  lasiios  of  December  1,  1953,  enUv  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  odd  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
3 Yield  from  beginning  of  each  hoK-year  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1, 1965,  revision. 

3 Yield  from  beginning  of  cacli  li.ilf-year  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  vqIuo  prior  to  Hie  June  1, 1968,  revision, 

* 19  years  and  8 months  from  issue  date.  Extended  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 1968. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  3.G6  percent. 
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TABLE  34 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  APRIL  1 THROUGH  MAY  I,  1954 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.75  1 
25.  00  j 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$375. 00 
500.00 

$750.00  i 
1,000.00 

$7,300  i 
10.000  1 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  sliown) 

(2)Ontho 
redemption  1 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  original  maturity  (be- 
ginning 9 years  8 months  after  issue 
date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

oftheextended 
maturity 
period  to  the 
beginning  of 
each  half-year 
period 
thereafter 

value  from 
beginning  of 
each  half- 
ycor  period 
to  extended 
maturity 

First  K ychf 

,,'(12/1/63) 

$25.  52 

$51.  04 

,$102.  08 

$204.  16 

$510.  40 

i 

00 

o 

$10,  208 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 

* 3.  75 

to  1 year 

— (0/1/04) 

25.  97 

51.  94 

103.  88 

i 207.76 

510.  40 

1, 038.  80 

10,388 

3.  53 

’ .3.  76 

1 to  V/i  years 

..(12/1/64) 

26.  43 

52.  86 

105.  72 

211.  44 

528.  60 

1,057.  20 

10,  572 

3.  53 

2 3.  77 

l)'^  to  2 years 

...(6/1/6.6) 

26.  90 

53.  80 

107.  60 

! 215.  20 

538.  00 

1,  076.  00 

10.  760 

1 3.54 

* 3.  79 

2 to  2H  years 

-02/1/65) 

• 27.  38 

54.  76 

109.  52 

; 219.  04 

547.  60 

1,095.  20 

10,  952 

3.  55 

3 4.  20 

2).<  to  3 years 

...(6/1/66) 

27.  89 

55.  78 

111.  56 

1 223.  12 

557.  80 

1.  115.  60 

11.  156 

3.  58 

» 4.  23 

3 to  V/{  years 

--(12/1/66) 

28.  41 

56.  82 

113.  64 

227.  28 

568.  20 

1.  136.  40 

11,  364 

3.  61 

9 4.  27 

3J{  to  4 years 

— (6/1/67) 

28.  94 

57.  88 

145.  76 

231.  52 

578.  80 

1.  157.  60 

11,  576 

3.  63 

9 4.  31 

4 to  years 

-(12/1/67) 

29.  50 

59.  00 

118.  00 

236.  00 

590.00 

1.  ISO.  00 

11,  800 

3.  66 

9 4.  35 

to  5 years 

--(6/1/68) 

30.  08 

60.  16 

120.  32 

240.  64 

601.  60 

1,  203.  20 

12,032 

3.  69 

4.  48 

5 to  5K  years 

-(12/1/68) 

30.  69  : 

61.  38 

122.  76 

245.  52 

613.  80 

1.  227.  60 

12,  276 

3.  72 

4.  53 

to  6 years 

— (6/1/69) 

31.  31 

62.  62 

125.  24 

250.  48 

626.  20 

1,  252.  40 

12,  524 

3.  75 

4.  58 

6 to  years.. 

-(12/1/69) 

31.  96  1 

63.  92 

127.  84 

255.  68 

639.  20 

1,  278.  40 

12,  784 

3.  79 

4.  64 

to  7 years 

.,.(6/1/70) 

32.  65  ! 

65.  30 

130.  60 

261.  20 

653.  00 

1.  306.  00 

13,  060 

3.  83 

4.  68 

7 to  7}^  years 

..(12/1/70) 

33.  35 

66.  70 

133.  40 

266.  80 

667.  00 

1,  334.  00 

13,  340 

3.  86 

4.  75 

I'A  to  8 years 

— (6/1/71) 

34  08 

68.  16 

136.  32 

272.  64 

6S1.  60 

1,  363.  20 

13,  632 

3.  89 

4.  82 

8 to  8A  years 

-(12/1/71) 

34.  84 

69.  68 

L39.  36 

278.  72 

696.  80 

1,  393.  60 

13,  936 

3.  93 

4.  91 

8>i  to  9 years 

— (6/1/72) 

35.  63 

71.  26  ; 

142.  52 

285.  04 

712.  60 

1,  425.  20 

14,  252 

3.  96 

5.  04 

9 to  9^1  years 

-02/1/72) 

36.  45 

72.  90 

145.  80 

291.60 

729.  00 

1.  458.  00 

14,  580 

4,  00 

5.  25 

OA  to  10  years.. 

-..(6/1/73) 

37.  30 

74  60 

149.  20 

298.  40  1 

746.00 

1,492.  00 

14,  920 

4.  04 

5.  84 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  I 
VALUE  (10  years  from 
original  maturity 
dateV (12/1/73) 

38. 39 

76.78 

153.  56 

307. 12 

767. 80 

1,535.  60 

15,  356 

1 

13 

' Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  issues  of  April  1,  iflSA.  ciUcf  e«l»  period.  >'or  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
' Yield  from  bcijinning  of  each  half<ycar  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  l,  I9G5.  revision. 

> Yield  from  beginning  of  each  half-year  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1.  10G8,  revision. 

* 10  years  and  8 months  from  issue  dale.  Extended  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  ot  June  1, 1988. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  Issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  3.08  percent. 


TABLE  35 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  I THROUGH  SEPTEMBER  1,  1054 


Issue  price 

Denomination.. 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

■ 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,  000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,000 

Approximate  investment 
^ yield 

0)  Rcdemnlien  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  original  maturity  (be- 
ginning 9 years  8 months  after  issue 
data) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

oftheextended 
mniuriiy 
period  to  the 
beginning  ol 
each  half-year 
period 
thereafter 

value  from 
beginning  of 
eacli  half- 
year  period 
to  extended 
maturity 

First  A year... 

—'(2/1/64) 

$25.  58 

$51.  16 

$102.  32 

$204.  64 

$511.  00 

$1,  02a  20 

$10,  232 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 

a 75 

to  1 vear 

...(8/1/64) 

26.  03 

52.  06 

104.  12 

20a  24 

520-  60 

1,041.  20 

10,  412 

a 52 

a 76 

1 to  V/{ years.. 

....(2/1/65) 

26.  49 

52.  98 

105.  96 

211.  92 

529.  80 

1,  059.  60 

10,  596 

a 53 

3.  77 

VA  to  2 years.. 

....(8/1/65) 

26.  96 

53.  92 

107.  84 

215.  68 

539.  20 

1,  078.  40 

10,  784 

3.  53 

3.  79 

2 to  2A  years. 

....(2/1/66) 

27.  45 

54.  90 

109.  80 

219.  60 

549.  00 

1.  098.  00 

10,  980 

a 56 

2)^  to  3 years-. 

— -(S/l/66) 

27.  95 

55.  90 

111.  80 

223.  60 

■iCTKi:i» 

11,  180 

a 58 

34.  24 

3 to  3)^  years.. 

....(2/1/67) 

28.  47 

56.  94 

na  88 

227.  76 

569.  40 

a 60 

34.  27 

ZY2  to  4 years.. 

....(8/1/67) 

29.  01 

58.  02 

116.  04 

232.  08 

580-  20 

1,  160.  40 

3.  63 

4.  31 

4 to  4>^  years . . 

- — (2/1/08) 

29.  57 

59.  14 

118.  28 

236.  56 

591.  40 

1,  182.  80 

11,  828 

3.  66 

34.  35 

4H  to  5 years  . 

....(8/1/68) 

30.  15 

60.  30 

120.  60 

241.  20 

■RI>I«II« 

■IMiiaiM 

12,  060 

3.  69 

4.  49 

5 to  5A  years.. 

....(2/1/69) 

30.  76 

61.  52 

123.  04 

24a  08 

615.  20 

1,  230.  40 

12,  304 

a 72 

4.  53 

5A  to  6 years.. 

....(8/1/69) 

31.  39 

62.  78 

125.  56 

251.  12 

627.  80 

1,  255.  60 

12,  556 

a 76 

4.  58 

6 to  Q'A  years.. 

- — (2/1/70) 

32.  04 

64.  08 

128.  16 

256.  32 

640.  80 

1,281.  60 
1.  308.  80 

12,  816 

a 79 

4.  64 

6A  to  7 years.. 

....(8/1/70) 

32.  72 

65.  44 

130.  88 

261.  76 

654.  40 

13,  088 

3.  82 

4.  69 

7 to  lYz  years.. 

....(2/1/71) 

33.  42 

66.  84 

133.  68 

267.  36 

668.  40 

1,  336.  80 

13,  368 

a 86 

4.  76 

lA  to  8 years.. 

— (8/1/71) 

34.  16 

68.  32 

136.  64 

273.  28 

68a  20 

1,  366.  40 

13,  664 

3.  89 

4.  83 

8 to  years.. 

....(2/1/72) 

34.  92 

69.  84 

139.  68 

279.  36 

698.  40 

1,  396.  80 

13,  968 

3.  93 

4.  93 

$A  to  9 years.. 

....(8/1/72) 

35.  71 

71.  42 

142.  84 

285.  68 

714.  20 

1.  428.  40 

14,  284 

a 96 

9 to  9'A  years. . 

....(2/1/73) 

36.  53 

73.  06 

14a  12 

292.  24 

IrAIiMriil 

■KWIMil 

14,  612 

4.  00 

9>4  to  10  years. 

....(8/1/73) 

37.  39 

74.  78 

149.  56 

299.  12 

747.  80 

1, 495.  60 

14,  956 

4.04 

5.  88 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years  (ron\ 
original  maturity 
date)^ (2/1/74) 

38.49 

76. 98 

153. 96 

307. 92 

769.  80 

1, 539. 60 

15, 396 

M.13 

‘Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  issues  of  June  1, 1054,  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  Issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
3 Yield  from  beginning  of  each  half-year  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1, 19&5,  revision. 

> Yield  from  beginning  of  each  lialf-ycar  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  f , 1908,  revision, 

* 10  years  and  8 months  from  issue  date.  Extended  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  i,  1068. 
s Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  3.S9  percent. 
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TABLE  36 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  OCTOBER  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1954 


$18.  75 

$37.  50 
1 50.00 

$75.  00 
too.  00 

$150.00 
200. 00 

;$375.  00 
500.00 

1 

$750.  00 
1,  000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,000 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

25.00 

(I)  HedcmpUon  values  during  cacli  Imlf-ycar  period 

(2)  On  the 

(3)  On  current 

(values  increase  on  Tirsl  day  of  period  sliown) 

rodcmpi.lon  ' 

redemption 
value  from 

Period  after  original  maturity  (bo- 

of  thecxicndcd 

ginning  0 years  8 luoiUbs  ufior  issue 

maturity 

beginning  of 

dale) 

pcriotl  to  iliQ 

each  lialf- 

EXTENDED  MATUBITY  PERIOD 

beginning  of 

year  period 

each  liaif.yc.ir 

to  c.xtendcd 

period 

thereafter 

lualurily 

! 

Percent 

Percent 

First  Yj  year 

....>(0/1/64)  ' 

$25.  58 

$51.  16  1 

$102.  32 

$204.  64  I 

$511.  60 

$1,  023.  20  : 

$10,  232 

0.  00 

2 3.  75 

Yj  to  1 year 

1 to  V/i  voars.. 

...(12/1/64) 

26.  03 

52.  06 

104.  12 

208.  24  ! 

520.  60 

1,  041.  20 

10,  412 

3.  52 

* 3.  76 

....(6/1/65) 

20  49 

52.  9S 

10.5.  96 

211.92  ! 

529.  80 

1,  059,  60  i 

10,  596 

3.  53 

2 3.  77 

V/i  to  2 years.  - 

...(12/1/65) 

26.  96 

Sa  92 

107.  84 

215.  08 

539.  20 

1,  078.  40 

10,  784 

3.  53 

* 4.  19 

2 to  2Yi  yctirs-- 

....(6/1/66) 

27.  46 

54.  92 

100.  84 

219.  68  , 

549.  20 

1,  098.  40  ! 

10,984 

3.  58 

3 4.  22 

2Y  to  3 vears-- 

...(12/1/66) 

27.  96 

55.  92 

111.  84 

223.  68  ' 

559.  20 

1,  118.  40 

11,  1S4 

3.  59 

» 4.  26 

3 to  3Yi  veans-. 

....(6/1/67) 

28.  48 

50  06 

113.  92  1 

227.  S4  i 

569.  60 

1.  139.  20  1 

11,  392 

3.  61 

3 4.  30 

3}^  to  4 years . . 

...02/1/67) 

29.  03 

5&  06 

no  12  ' 

232.  24  : 

580.  60 

1,  161.  20 

11,  612 

3.  65 

’ 4.  33 

4 to  4Yi  years.. 

....(6/1/68) 

29.  60 

50.  20 

118  40  1 

236.  80 

592.  00  1 

1.  184.  00  , 

11,  840 

3.  68 

4.  47 

to  5 years. . 

.--(12/1/6S) 

3a  19 

GO.  38 

120.  70 

241.  52  i 

603.  SO  ! 

1,  207.  60 

12,  076 

3.  72 

4.  51 

;>  to  !)Yi  years.. 

....  (6/1/69) 

30.  SO 

61.  GO 

123.  20 

246  40 

616.  00  1 

1,  232.  00 

12,  320 

3.  75 

4.  56 

5).^  to  G vears. . 

...02/1/69) 

31.  43 

62.  80 

125.  72 

251.  44 

028.  60  ' 

1,  257.  20 

12,  572 

3.  78 

4.  61 

6 to  GM’  years.. 

....(6/1/70) 

32.  09 

64.  18 

128  36 

256  72 

641.  SO  , 

1,  283.  GO 

12,  836 

3.  SI 

4.  66 

to  7 vears.  - 

...02/1/70)  1 

32.  77 

65.  54 

131.  08 

202.  16 

655.  40  j 

1,  310.  SO 

13,  108 

3.  85 

4.  72 

7 to  lYi  years.. 

....(6/1/71) 

33.  48 

60.  90 

133,  92 

267.  $4 

009.  60  ' 

1.  339.  20 

13,  392 

3.  88 

4.  78 

lYi  to  8 years.. 

-02/1/71) 

34.  22 

68.  44 

130.  SS 

273.  76  1 

684.  40  1 

1,  368.  SO 

13,  688 

3.  92 

4.  85 

S to  8>^  years.. 

....(0/1/72) 

34.  98 

09.  90 

139.  92 

279.  84 

699.  60  ^ 

1,  399.  20 

13,  992 

3.  95 

4.  96 

8!-^  to  9 vears.. 

...(12/1/72) 

35.  78 

71.  50 

143.  12 

2S6.  24 

71.5.  60  ! 

1,  431.  20 

14,  312  ! 

3.  99 

5.  09 

9 to  9>^  years.. 

....(0/1/73) 

30.  00 

73.  20 

146.  40 

292.  SO 

732.  00 

1,  464.  00 

14,  6-10 

4.  02 

5.  34 

9>!j  to  10  years. 

...02/1/73) 

37.  47 

74.  94 

149.  88 

299.  76  , 

749.  40 

1,  498.  80 

14,  988 

4.  06 

5.  92 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (10  years  Rom 
original  maturity 

t6/i/7«n  1 

38.58  1 

77.  16  1 

154.32 

308.  64 

771.60 

1.543.  20 

15,432  1 

U.  15 

1 

■ Moiuli.  <luy.  uiRl  yiiur  on  wlilch  issues  o(  Ociolrcr  I.  liXM.  cni«r  c»ch  pcrio<l.  For  sulm'i'ioiit  iiiisuc  moiitlis  iRid  Ihc  upproprialo  luimbor  of  months. 

> Ylulcl  trom  bcfjiimlni;  ofcuch  IiuU>yciir  i>crioil  to  cMcixIcd  iiRiiiirliy  ai  vxicmlcd  mniuriiy  value  ))rior  to  thu  December  1, 1905.  revision. 

5 Vteltl  from  ijcgiiinliiijl  of  cueli  fialf-.vc.ir  pcrio<f  to  cxfcioh.ii  inawiriiy  at  <:xici)<lc<i  tnalnrity  value  prior  to  ifte  June  J,  ICtiS,  revision. 

* )9  years  ami  9 morUlis  from  issue  dale.  Kxu;nde<l  maiiirUy  value  iiitprovcti  l>y  the  rovision  of  June  1, 19l>8. 

> Yield  on  purchase  {iricc  from  issue  dele  to  extended  iiiniuriiy  date  is  3.70  |>crcent. 


TABLE  37 

BONDS  REARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I,  1951,  THROUGH  MARCH  I,  1955 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18. 75 
25.00 

$37.50 

50.00 

$75.00  ^ 
100.00  1 

^$150.00 

200.00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1,000.  00 

$7,500 
10, 000 

Approxiineto  investment 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 

(2)  On  tlio  j 

(values  increase  on  ftrsi  day  of  period  sliown) 

roclcmpiion 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  original 

maturity  (bo- 

ofthc  extended 

value  from 

ginning  0 years  8 months  after  issuo  1 

m.'iiurily 

beginning  of 

each  half- 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

beginning  of 

year  period 

cacli  half.ycnr 

to  extended 

period  1 

maturity 

thereafter 

Percent 

Percent 

First  Yi  year 

...'(8/1/64)  ' 

$2.5.  64 

$51.  28 

$102.  50 

$205.  12 

$512.  80  : 

$1,  02.5.  60 

$10,  256 

0.  00 

2 3.  75 

Y2  to  1 year 

-.-(2/ 1/6.5) 

26.  09 

52.  IS 

104.  36 

208.  72 

521.  80 

1,  043.  60 

10,  436 

3.  51 

2 3.  76 

1 to  ]'A  years 

...(S/I/65) 

’ 20.  -55 

-5.3.  10 

106.  20 

212.  40 

531.  00 

1,  UG2.  00 

10,  620 

3,  52 

2 3.  78 

V/i  to  2 years 

...(2/1/66) 

; 27.  03 

54.  06 

.108.  12 

216.  24 

540.  60 

1, 081.  20 

10,  812 

3.  55 

® 4.  19 

2 to  2/i  years 

_..(8/J/6G) 

' 27.  .52 

.55.  04 

no.  os 

220.  16 

550.  40 

],  100.  SO 

11,  OOS 

3.  57 

3 4.  22 

2/  to  3 years 

...(2/1/67) 

' 2S.  03 

56.  06  ' 

112.  12 

224.  24 

560.  60 

1,  121.  20 

11,  212 

3.  60 

3 4.  26 

3 to  3/  years 

...  (8/1/67) 

1 28.  .5.5 

57.  10  1 

114.  20 

22a  40 

571.  00 

1,  142.  00 

J 1.  420 

3.  02 

3 4.  29 

?>Yi  to  4 years 

...(2/1/GS) 

29.  09 

.58.  IS 

116.  30 

232.  72 

5S1.  SO 

1,  103.  GO 

11, 636 

1 3.  64. 

3 4.  33 

4 to  4/  years 

-..(S/l/GS) 

! 29.  67 

59.  34 

1 18.  68 

237.  36 

59.3.  40 

1,  ISO.  so  ; 

11,  SOS 

' 3.  03 

4.  46 

4/  to  5 years 

...(2/1/69) 

: 30.  26 

60.  52 

121  04 

242.  OS 

605.  20 

1.  210.  40 

12,  104 

3.  72 

; 4. 51 

5 to  5/i  years 

...(S/1/69) 

30.  87 

61.  74 

123.  48 

246.  96 

617.  40 

1,  234.  SO 

12,  34S 

3.  75 

1 4.  56 

5Y’  to  G years 

...(2/1/70) 

31.  51 

63.  02 

126.  04 

252.  08 

630.  20  1 

1,  260.  40 

1 2.  604 

3.  78 

1 4.  60 

6 to  6)-{-  vears 

--(8/1/70) 

32.  10 

64.  32  1 

128.  64 

257.  28 

643.  20  1 

1.  286.  40 

12.  864 

3.  81 

1 4.  66 

6/^  to  7 years 

...(2/1/71) 

32.85 

6.5.  70  1 

131.  40 

262.  80  ' 

6.57.  00  1 

1,  314.  00 

13,  140 

3.  85 

i 4.  72 

7 to  7/  years 

— (8/1/71) 

33.  56  , 

07.  12 

134.  24 

268.  48  , 

671.  20  , 

1.  342.  40  ; 

13,  424 

3.  88 

1 4. 78 

7)4  to  8 vears 

...(2/1/72) 

34.  30  ' 

68.  CO  1 

137.  20 

274.  40 

686.  00  ' 

1,  372.  00  ! 

13,  720 

3.  92 

4.  85 

8 to  8)4  years 

...(8/-1/72) 

3.5.  06 

70.  12 

140.  24 

280.  48 

701.  20 

1.  402.  40 

1 4,  024 

3.  95 

4.  96 

8)4  to  9 years 

---(2/1/73) 

35.  87 

71.74 

143:48 

286.96 

717.  40 

1,  434.  80  ' 

14, 348 

3.  90 

5.  07 

9 to  9)4  years 

— (8/1/73) 

30.  69 

73.  38 

146.  76 

293.  52 

733.  SO 

1,  467.  60 

14,  676 

i 4.  02 

5.  33 

9)4  to  10  years.. 

...(2/1/74) 

37.  55 

75. 10  i 

150.  20 

300.  40 

751.  00 

1.  502.  00 

15,  020 

4.  00 

5.  97 

EXTENDED  MATURITY. 

VALUE  (10  years  from 

original  maturity 

date)> 

...(8/1/74) 

38.67 

77.  34 

154.68 

309.  36 

773.40 

1,546.80 

15,468 

s 4.  15 

' Month,  da.v,  and  year  on  wltich  issiHis  of  December  I,  I9M.  enter  ciwU  period.  For  subscr)ucnt  issue  months  add  the  approprintc  number  of  months. 
- Y ield  from  bci;iimini;  o(  each  half-year  |>criotl  tu  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  vnliic  prior  to  tlic  December  1,  19C.5,  revision. 

3 Yield  from  bci{iimiiiy  of  each  half-year  |>criod  locxiciidijd  mauiriiy  nlexicndcil  maturity  value  prior  to  l iie  June  I,  19C8,  revision. 

* 10  years  and  8 months  from  issue  dale.  F.xtciulcd  inaluriiy  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 19G8. 

* Y'icid  on  pureliasc  price  from  issue  dale  to  extended  inaiuriiy  date  is  3.71  percent. 
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TABLE  38 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  APRIL  I THROUGH  MAY  1,  1955 


Issue  price 

Denotninafion 

$18.75  1 
25.  00 

!$37.  50 
1 50.00 

$75.  00  1 
100.00 

1 

i$I50.00 
1 200.00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.00  1 
1,  000.  00  ' 

1 

$7,  .500 
10,000  1 

Approximate  invcstmcnl 
yield 

(1)  Bcdcmplion  values  during  each  half-year  period 

(2)  On  the 

(values  increase  on  firsi  day  of  period  .shown) 

redemption 

(3)  On  current 

redemption 

Period  afior  oriein 

a inaUiril.y  (be- 

of  tlic  extended 

value  ironi 

I'iniiini'  ti  years  8 moiuhs  alter  issue  1 

maturity 

bcuinniuR  of 

period  to  the 

each  lialf. 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

bccinnim;  of 

year  period 

to  extended 

1 

period 

maturity 

thereafter 

1 

i 

J’crccTit 

Percenl 

First  I2  yctir 

...'(12/1/64) 

.$25.  64 

$.51.  28 

$102.  56 

$20.5.  12 

$512.  80 

$1,  025.60 

$10,256  1 

0.  00 

2 a 75 

'A  to  1 vear 

(0/ 1/6.5) 

26.  00 

52.  IS 

104.  36 

20&  72 

521.  80 

1,  043.  60 

10,  436  1 

a 51 

2 a 76 

1 to  1>2  years.. 

...02/1/05) 

2&  55 

5a  10 

loa  20 

212.  40 

531.  00 

1,  062.  00 

10,  620 

a 52 

2 4.  18 

iy<  to  2 vears.. 

....(6/1/06) 

27.  04 

54.  08 

loa  16 

216.  32 

540.  SO 

1,081.  60 

10,  Sl6  ! 

a 58 

2 4.  21 

2 to  2>'!  years . . 

...(12/1/66) 

27.  53 

55.  06 

iia  12 

220.  24 

550.  GO 

1,  101.  20 

11,  012 

3. 59 

2 4.  24 

2'/i  to  3 vears.. 

....(6/1/67)  1 

28.  04 

56.  OS 

112;  !G 

221.  32 

560.  SO 

1.  121.  60 

U,  216 

a 61 

2 4.  28 

3 to  Z'A  years.. 

...02/1/67)  ' 

28.  .57 

57.  14 

1 114.28 

22a  56 

571.  40 

1.  142.  SO 

11,  428 

3.  64 

2 4.  31 

to  4 vears.. 

....(6/1/68)  1 

29.  12 

58,  24 

lia  48 

232.  96 

.582.  40 

1.  164.  80 

11,  648 

a 67 

4.  45 

4 to  4'/i  years.. 

...(12/1/68)  1 

20.  70 

50.  40 

iia  80 

237.  60 

594.  00 

1.  188.  00 

11,  880 

a 71 

4.  49 

4'A  to  5 years.. 

.---(6/1/60)  , 

30.  29 

60.  58 

1 121.  16 

242.  32 

605.  SO 

1,211.  60 

12,  116 

a 74 

4.  .M 

a to  r)y>  years.. 

...02/1/69) 

30,  91 

61.  82 

12a  04 

247.  28 

618.  20 

1,  236.  40 

12.  364 

a 77 

4.  58 

!)'/i  to  6 years . . 

....(6/1/70) 

31.  55 

03.  10 

126.  20 

252.  40 

631.  00 

1.  262.  00 

12.  620 

a 81 

4.  63 

0 to  6^1  years.. 

...(12/1/70) 

32.  21 

04.  42 

12a  84 

257.  68 

644.  20 

1,  288.  40 

12,  SS  I 

a 84 

4.  69 

6}^  to  7 years.. 

....(6/1/71) 

32.  91 

65.  82 

131.  64 

203.  28 

658.  20 

1.  316.  40 

13,  164 

a 88 

1 4. 74 

7 to  7K'  years.. 

---(12/1/71) 

33.  62 

07.  24 

134.  48 

20a  96 

672.  40 

I,  344.  80 

13,  448 

a 91 

1 4.  81 

7K  to  8 years.. 

.,--(6/1/72) 

34.  36 

Oa  72 

137.  44 

274.  88 

687.  20 

I,  374.  40 

13.  744 

a 94 

4.  89 

8 to  Z'/i  years . . 

...02/1/72) 

35.  13 

70.  26 

140.  52 

281.  04 

702.  60 

1,  405.  20 

1 14.  0.52 

a 98 

4.  99 

S'/t  to  9 years.. 

-.-.(6/1/73) 

35.  94 

71,  8S 

I4a  76 

2S7.  52 

7 IS.  80 

1.  437.  60 

14,  376 

4. 01 

5.  12 

9 to  9><S  years.. 

...(12/1/73) 

36.  76 

73,  52 

147.  04 

204.  08 

735.  20 

1.  470.  40 

14,  704 

4.  04 

5.  40 

9'A  to  10  years. 

— -(O/l/H) 

37.  62 

75.  24 

150.  48 

300.  96 

752.  40 

1.  504,  80 

15,  048 

•1. 08 

' 6.  11 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (10  years  Irom 

original  maturity 

date)' 

,..(12/1/74)  ! 

1 

38. 77 

77.54 

155.  08 

310. 16 

775.  40  : 

1 

1,550.  80 

1 

15,508 

« 4.  18 

I MolUli,  (Iny.  one!  yoHr  on  whidi  issues  o(  A i^ril  t.  I0A5.  etiicr  c.uU  iicriod.  For  sul)sc<|tici)i  issue  mouths  add  the  appropriate  inimlicr  of  months. 

* Yield  from  bosimiing  of  nndi  tinif.year  pcriwl  in  cxlemlcd  mauiriiy  at  estcuded  inaiuriiy  value  prior  to  the  Deeember  I.  lOfW.  revision. 

^ Vtcid  from  beeinnin({  of  each  lmir>yuar  psiiod  to  eMunded  iitaiiiriiy  at  esicmled  maturity  value  prior  to  Hit  June  I,  I0G8,  revision. 

* 10  years  and  3 months  from  issue  dale,  ii.vtcnded  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  I,  IDW. 

* Yield  on  purcliusc  price  from  Issue  date  to  cMcndcd  m.-)turity  date  is  3.70  perecnl. 


TABLE  39 


BONDS  DEAUING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  SEPTEMBER  1,  1955 


Issue  price 

Denomination... 

$18.75  ^ 
25.  00  1 

$37.50 
50.  00 

$75.  00  1 
100.  00 

$150.00  ^ 
200.00  j 

$375.00 
500.  00  j 

$750.  00 
1,  000.  00 

1 $7,  500 
1 10,000 

1 

1 Approximtito  investment 
yield 

(I)  Redemption  values  during  each  halbyenr  period 
(values  incre.ase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

1 

(2)  On  the 
Tcdompilon 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  original  maliirily  (be- 
ginning <J  years  8 nionihs  after  issue 
date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

ofihc  extended 
maturity 
period  to  the 
beginning  of 
each  half-year 
period 
thereafter 

value  from 
beginning  of 
each  half- 
year  period 
to  extended 
maturity 

First  Yz  yc.ir 

.--‘(2/1/65) 

$25.  71 

$51.  42 

$102.  84 

$205.  68 

$.514.  20 

$1,028.  40 

$10,  284 

Perctnl 
0.  00 

Penent 
2 3.  75 

Y to  1 year 

.-.(8/ 1/65) 

26.  16 

52.  32 

104.  64 

209.  28 

523.  20 

1,  046.  40 

i 10,  464 

3.  50 

2 3.  76 

1 to  1)^ years 

--.(2/1/66) 

26.  63 

53.  26 

106.  52 

213.  04 

532.  60 

1.  065.  20 

10,  652 

3.  55 

2 4.  17 

I'A  to  2 years 

-.-(8/1/66) 

27.  1 1 

54.  22 

JOS.  44 

216.  88 

542.  20 

1,084.  40 

10,  844 

3.  57 

2 4.  21 

2 to  2Yz  vears 

---(2/1/67) 

27.  61 

5.5.  22 

110.  44 

220.  88 

552.  20  1 

1,  104.  40 

11.  044 

3.  60 

2 4.  24 

2Yz  to  3 years 

...(8/1/67) 

28.  12 

r>6.  24 

1J2.  48 

224.  96 

662.  40  1 

1,  124.  SO 

11,  248 

3.  62 

2 4.  28 

3 to  3 >4  years... 

--.(2/J/6S) 

28.  65 

57.  30 

1J4.  60  , 

229.  20 

.573.  00 

1,  146.  00 

11,  460 

3.  64 

2 4.  31 

3)^  to  4 vears 

...(8/1/68) 

29.  20 

.58.  40 

110.  SO  ' 

233.  60  ' 

584.  00 

1.  168.  00 

11.  680 

3.  67 

4.  45 

4 to  4Yz  years 

...(2/1/69) 

29.  78 

.59.  56 

1 19.  12 

238.  24 

595.  60 

1,  191.  20 

11,  912 

3.  71 

4.  49 

4'A  to  5 years 

--.(8/ 1/69) 

30.  37  1 

60.  74 

121.  48  1 

242.  96  1 

607.  40  1 

1,214.80 

12,  148 

3.  74 

4.  54 

5 to  5Yz  vears 

---(2/1/7U) 

30.  99 

61.  08 

123.  96 

247.  92  1 

619.80 

1,239.  60 

12,  396 

3.  77 

4.  58 

oYz  to  6 years... 

...(S/1/70) 

31.  63 

63.  26 

126.  52 

2.53.  04  1 

632.  60 

1,  265.  20 

12,  652 

3.  80 

4.  63 

0 to  6>^  veans 

---(2/1/71) 

32.  30 

64.  60  ! 

129.  20 

2.58.  40 

646.  00 

1,  292.  00 

12,  920 

3.  84 

4.  68 

to  7 years 

---(8/1/71) 

33.  00 

66.  00 

132.  00 

264.  00 

660.  00 

1,  320.  00 

13.  200 

3.  88 

4.  73 

7 years 

---(2/J/72) 

33.  71 

67.  42 

134.  84 

269.  68 

674.  20 

1.  348.  40  ' 

13,  484 

3.  91 

4.  80 

7><  to  8 years... 

---(8/1/72) 

34.  46 

6S.  92 

137.  84 

275.  68 

680.  20 

1,378.  40 

13,  784 

3.  94 

4.  88 

8 to  S'/i  vears 

---(2/1/73) 

35.  23 

70.  46 

140.  92 

2SJ.  84 

704.  00 

1,  409.  20  1 

14,  092 

3.  98 

4.  98 

SYz  to  9 years 

...(8/1/73) 

36.  03 

72.  06 

144.  12 

288.  24 

720.  60 

1.  441.  20  ! 

14,  412 

4.  01 

5.  12 

9 to  9Yz  years 

---(2/1/74) 

36.  86 

73.  72 

147.  44 

294.  88 

737.  20 

J,  474.  40 

14,  744 

4.  04 

5.  38 

to  10’  years.  - 

-.-(8/1/74) 

37.  72 

75.  44 

150.  88 

301.  76 

754.  40 

1,  508.  SO 

15,  088 

4.  08 

6.  10 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years  from 
original  maturity 
date)' (2/1/75) 

38.87 

77.  74 

155.48 

310.06 

777.  40 

1,554.80 

15,548 

1 

« 4. 18  1 

■ .Month,  day,  and  year  on  whicli  issues  of  June  I.  lO.l.t.  enter  each  period.  For  siihscquciit  issue  mouths  add  the  approiiriate  mimhcr  of  months. 
• Yield  from  bCKinning  of  each  half-year  period  to  exlemhul  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  Occember  1.  UiUS,  revision. 

> Yield  from  bi-^inning  of  cadi  half-year  to  cxcciided  inuuirity  ul  extended  luuiurily  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  |<JG3.  revision. 

< 19  years  and  8 moiiUis  from  issue  dale.  Rxtendeil  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  i,  1908. 
t Vidd  on  purdiase  price  from  issue  dale  to  extended  maturity  date  is  3.7-1  percent. 
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TABLE  40 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  OCTOBER  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1955 


Issue  price 

Denomination... 

$18.75 
25.  00 

'$37.  50 
50.00 

$75. 00 
100.00 

$150.00  l$375.  00 
200.  00  1 500.  00 

$750.  00 
1.  000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

(1)  Dedcmptlon  values  during  each  half-year  period 
(valueslncreascon  Tirstday  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  original  maturity  (be- 
ginning 9 years  8 months  after  Issue 
date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

j 

oUheextended 
maluriiy 
period  10  the 
beginning  of 
each  half-year 
period 
thorcaficf 

valuofrom 
beginning  of 
each  half- 
ycor  period 
locxlonded 
maturity 

First  year 

...'(6/1/65) 

$25.  71 

$51.  42 

$102.84 

$205.  08  1 

$514.  20 

SI,  02S.  40 

$10.  284 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 

* 3.  75 

'/i  to  1 year 

..02/1/6.5) 

26.  16 

52.  32 

104.  64 

209.  28 

523.  20 

1,  046.  40 
1,  065.  60 

10,  464 

3.  50 

» 4.  16 

1 to  years 

...(6/1/66) 

26.  64 

53.  28 

106.  56 

213.  12  i 

532.  80 

10,  656 

3.  59 

« 4.  19 

to  2 years 

..(12/1/66) 

27.  12 

54.  24 

108.  48 

216.  96 

542.  40 

1,  084.  SO 

10,  848 

3.  59 

» 4.  23 

2 to  years 

-..(6/1/67) 

27.  62 

55.  24 

no.  48 

220.  96 

552.  40 

1,  104.  80 

11,  048 

3.  62 

» 4.  26 

2\-i  to  3 years 

..(12/1/67) 

28.  14 

56.  28 

1 12.  .56 

225.  12 

562.  80 

1,  125.  60 

11,  256 

3.  65 

3 4.  29 

3 to  3'A  years... 

-..(6/1/08). 

28.  68  1 

57.  30 

114.  72 

229.  44 

573.  60 

1,  147.  20 

11,  472 

3.  68 

4.  43 

3'A  to  4 years... 

..(12/1/6S) 

29.  23 

58.  46 

116.  92 

233.  84 

584.  60 

1,  169.  20 

11,  602 

3.  70 

4.  47 

4 to  iA  years 

---(6/1/69) 

20.  81 

59.  62 

119.  24 

238.  48 

596.  20 

1,  192.  40 

11,  924 

3.  73 

4.  52 

4A  to  5 years 

--(12/1/69) 

30.  41 

60.  82 

121.  64 

243.  28 

608.  20 

1,  216.  40 

12,  164 

3.  77 

4.  50 

5 to  5A  years... 

...(6/1/70) 

31.  03 

62.  06 

124.  12 

248.  24  : 

620.  60 

1,  241.  20 

12.  412  ; 

3.  80 

4.  61 

5A  to  6 years 

--(12/1/70) 

31.  68 

63.  36 

126.  72 

253.  44 

633.  60 

1,  267.  20 

12,  672 

3.  83 

4.  66 

6 to  6A  years 

--.(6/1/71) 

32.  36 

64.  72 

129.  44 

258.  88  ! 

647.  20 

1,  294.  40 

12,  944 

3.  87 

4.  70 

^A  to  7 years 

-.02/1/71) 

33.  U5 

66.  10 

132.  20 

264.  40 

661.  00 

1,  322.  00 

13.  220 

3.  90 

4.  76 

7 to  lYi  years... 

...(6/1/72) 

33.  77 

67.  54 

135-  08 

270.  16 

675.  40 

1,  350.  80 
1,  380.  80  i 

13,  508 

3.  93 

4.  83 

lA  to  8 years... 

-.(12/1/72) 

34.  52 

69.  04 

138.08 

276.  16 

690.  40 

13,  808 

3.  97 

4.  91 

8 to  8}^  years... 

...(6/1/73) 

35.  30 

70.  60 

141.  20  ■ 

282.  40 

706,  00 

1,412.  00  1 

14,  120 

4.  00 

5.  01 

8'/^  to  9 years 

--(12/1/73) 

36.  10 

72.  20 

144.  40 

288-  80 

722.  00 

1,444.  00  ! 

14,440 

4.  03 

5.  17 

9 to  years... 

...(6/1/74) 

30.  93 

73.86 

147.  72 

29-5.  44  , 

738.  60 

1.  477.  20 

U,  772 

4.  06 

5.  45 

to  10  years.. 

-(12/1/74) 

37.  80 

75.  60 

151.  20 

302.  40 

756.  00 

1,  512.  00 

15, 120 

4.  10 

6.  19 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years 
from  original  maturity 
date)’ (6/1/75) 

38.  97 

77.94 

155.  88 

311.  76 

779.  40 

I,  558.  80 

15,588 

» 4.20 

1 

I Month,  ciny,  And  year  on  which  issues  of  October  1. 1955.  enter  each  period.  For  sul>sc<iiici)t  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

* Yield  from  beginning  of  each  half-year  period  loeslendcd  niuiurity  ul  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  Dcrcnibcr  1, 1055,  revision. 

> Yieid  from  beginning  ofeaeli  Imlf-ycar  (rcriod  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  I,  )9G8,  revision. 

* 19  years  and  8 months  from  issue  date.  Itxtemled  inniurity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  Juno  1,  1088. 

* Yield  oil  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  dote  is  3.75  percent. 


TABLE  41 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1.  1955.  THROUGH  MARCH  1.  1956 


Issue  price 

Denomination.... 

$18.  75 
25.  00 

$37. 50 
50.  00 

$75. 00 
100. 00 

$150.  00 
200. 00 

1 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1,000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-yonr  period 
(voluesincrcase  on  first  day  of  period  show  n) 

(2)Ontho 

redemption 

(3)  On  current 
redemption 
value  from 
beginning  ot 
each  half- 
year  period 
to  extended 
maturity 

Period  after  original  inatiirliy  (be- 
ginning 9 ycorsS  iDonlhsoftcr  issue 
date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

oftheextended 
maturity 
period  to  iho 
beginning  of 
oacn  half-year 
period 
thereafter 

First  A 5'car 

-'(8/ 1/65) 

$25.  77 

$51.  54 

$103.  OS 

$206.  16 

$515.  40  I 

i 

.$1,  030.  80 

$10,  308 

Percent 
0.  00 

Percent 

* 3.  75 

A to  1 year 

--(2/1/66) 

26.  22 

52.  44 

104.  88 

200.  76 

524.  40  i 

1,  04.S,  SO 

10.  488 

, 3.  49 

* 4.  17 

1 to  1)^  years 

..(8/1/66) 

26.  70 

53.  40 

106.  80 

213.  60 

534.  00 

1,  068.  00 

10,  680 

3.  58 

* 4.  19 

JJ-4  to  2 years 

..(2/1/67) 

27.  IS 

54.  36 

108.  72 

217.  44 

543.  60  1 

1,  087.  20 

10,  872 

1 3.  58 

9 4.  23 

2 to  2'A  years 

..(S/1/67) 

27.  68 

55.  36 

IJO.  72 

221.  44 

553.  GO  1 

1,  107.  20 

11,  072 

! 3.  6i 

* 4.  26 

2A  to  3 years 

..(2/1/68) 

28,  20 

56.  40 

112  80 

225.  60 

564.  00  1 

1,  128.  00 

11,  280 

3.  64 

’ 4.  30 

3 to  3A  years 

-.(8/I/GS) 

28.  74 

57.  48 

114.  96 

220.  92 

574.  80 

1,  149.  60 

11,  496 

3.  67 

4.  43 

3A  to  4 years 

..(2/1/69) 

29.  30 

58.  60 

117.  20 

234.  40 

586.  00 

1,  172.  00 

11,  720 

3.  70 

4.  47 

4 to  4A  vears 

--(8/1/69) 

29.  88 

59.  76 

119.  52 

230.  04 

597.  60 

1,  195.  20 

11,  952 

3.  73 

4.  52 

4A  to  5 years 

--(2/J/70) 

30.  48 

60.  96 

121.  '32 

243.  84 

609.  60  1 

1,  219.  20 

12,  192 

3.  77 

4.  56 

5 to  5)^  years 

..(8/1/70) 

,31.  11 

1 62.  22 

124.  44 

248.  88 

622.  20 

1,  244.  40 

12,  444 

3.  80 

4.  60 

!jA  to  6 years 

-.(2/1/71) 

31.  76 

63.  52 

127.  04 

254.  08 

635.  20 

1,  270.  40 

12,  704 

3.  84 

4.  65 

6 to  (iA  years 

-(8/1/71) 

32.  43 

! 64.  86 

129.  72 

259.  44 

648.  60 

1,  297.  20 

12,972 

3.  87 

4.  70 

6/i  to  7 years 

..(2/1/72) 

33.  12 

66.  24 

132.  48 

264.  96 

662.  40 

1,  324.  80 

13.  248 

3.  90 

4.  77 

7 to  lA  years 

--(S/1/72) 

33.  85 

67.  70 

135.40 

270.  80 

677.  00  ; 

1,  354.  00 

13,  540 

3.  93 

4.  83 

7)^  to  8 vears 

--(2/ .1/73) 

34.  60 

69.  20 

13a  40 

276.  80 

692.  00  : 

1.  384.  00 

13,  840 

3.  97 

4.  91 

8 to  SAi  yo.ars 

-.(8/1/73) 

35.  38 

70.  76 

141.  .52 

283.04 

707.  60 

1,  415.  20 

14,  152 

4.  00 

5.  01 

8)^  to  9 years 

--(2/1/74) 

36.  IS 

72.  36 

144.  72 

289.  44 

723.  60  i 

1,  447.  20 

14,472 

4.  03 

5.  17 

9 to  9)^  years 

..(S/I/74) 

, 37.  02 

74.  04 

148.  OS 

296.  16 

740.  40  : 

1,  480.  80 

14,  808 

4.  07 

5.  44 

\)A  to  10  years 

-.(2/I/7.5) 

37.  89 

75.  78 

151.  56 

303.  12 

757.  80 

1.  515.  60 

15,  156 

4.  10 

6.  18 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years 
from  original  maturity 
date)’ (8/1/75) 

39.  06 

78. 12 

156.24  ; 

312.  48 

781.20 

1,  562.  40 

15,  624 

*4.20 

• Month,  day,  .and  year  on  which  Lssiicsof  Dccemljcr  1. 1055,  enter  each  period.  Forsultacriucnt  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

• Yield  from  bcKiiminy  of  each  lialf-ycar  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1, 190.5.  revision, 
t Yield  from  l.tcginniug  oteacii  half-year  )H-riod  locxUnded  maturity  at  c.xtcndcd  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 1968,  revision. 

• 19  years  and  6 inonUis  from  issue  dace.  IDxtc-ndcd  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  Juno  1, 19C8. 
s Yield  on  purcliosc  price  from  issue  dale  to  extended  maturity  date  is  3.77  percent. 
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TABLE  42 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  APRIL  I THROUGH  MAY  I,  1956 


1 

1 

$37.50  1 
50.00 

$150.00 
200.  00 

$375. 00 
500. 00 

$750.  00 

$7,  500 

Appro.xlmate  investment 
yield 

Denomination.. 

25.  00 

100. 00 

1,000. 00 

10.  000 

0)  Redemption  Talucsdiiringcach  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 
value  at  start 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  original  maturity  (be- 
ginning 9 years  8 months  after  issue 
date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

ofihcextendcd 
maturiiy 
period  10  the 
bcginnlngof 
each  half-year 
period 
thereafter 

value  from 
beginning  of 
each  holf- 
year  period 
toextended 
maturity 

First  year 

..'(12/1/65) 

$25.  77 

$51.  54 

$103.  08 

.$206.  16 

$515.  40 

$1,030.80 

$10,  308  i 

Percent 
0.  00 

'Petunl 
2 4.  15 

Yi  to  1 vc.T.r 

— (6/1/66) 

•26.  30 

52.  60 

105.  20 

210.  40 

526.  00 

1,  0.52.  00 

10.  520 

4.  11 

a 4.  15 

1 to  l)^ycnrs.  . 

-.(12/1/66) 

26.  85 

.53.  70 

107.  40 

2)4.  SO 

537.  00 

1,  074.  00 

10,  740 

4.  15 

a 4.  15 

1).$  to  2 years 

---(6/1/67) 

27.  41 

.54,  82 

109.  64 

219.  28 

54$.  20 

1,  096.  40  1 

10.964  1 

4.  16 

a 4.  15 

2 to  2Y  years 

--(12/1/67) 

27.  98 

55.  96 

111.  92 

223.  S4 

559.  60  ! 

1.  119.  20  1 

11,  192  1 

4.  16 

a 4.  15 

to.  3 vcfu-.s 

...(6/1/6S) 

28.  56 

57,  12 

114.  24 

228.  48 

571.  20 

1, 142.  40  j 

11,  424  1 

4.  15 

4.  20 

3 to  ZYi  ycar.s 

--(12/1/68) 

29.  15 

58,  30 

116.  60 

233.  20 

583.  00 

1,  166.  00  1 

11,660 
11,  900  ' 

4.  15 

4 26 

"iYi  to  4 years 

...(6/1/69) 

29.  75 

59.  50 

119.  00 

238.  00 

595.  00 

1,  190.  00  ' 

4.  15 

4.  27 

4 to  4Y  3'ears 

,.(12/1/69) 

30.  37 

60.  74 

121.  4S 

242.  96 

607.  40 

1.  214.  SO 

12,  148  ; 

4.  15 

4.  28 

4Y  to  5 years 

--(6/1/70) 

31.  00 

62.  00 

124.  00  ' 

248.  00 

620.  00 

1,240.  00 

12,  400 

4.  15 

4 29 

5 to  5'A  years 

..(12/1/70) 

31.  65 

63.  30 

126.  60 

253.  20 

633.  00 

1,266.  00 

12,  660 

4.  15 

4.  30 

HY  to  6 years.. 

--.(6/1/71) 

32.  30 

64.  60 

129.  20  1 

258.  40 

646.  00  1 

1,292.  00  1 

12, 920  : 

4.  15 

4 32 

6 to  (jYi  years.. 

-(12/1/7I) 

32.  97 

65.  94 

131.  88  ! 

263.  76 

659.  40 

1,318.  80 

13.  188 

4.  15 

4 34 

OY  to  7 years.. 

— (6/1/72) 

33.  66 

67.  32 

134.  64 

269.  28 

673.  20 

1,  346.  40 

13,  464 

4.  15 

4 36 

7 to  lY  years.. 

-(12/1/72) 

34.  35 

68.  70 

137.  40  ! 

274.  80 

687.  00  i 

1,374,  00 

13,  740 

4.  15 

4 41 

'lY  to  8 years. . 

-.(6/1/73) 

35.  07 

70.  14 

140.  28 

280.  56 

701.  40 

1,  402.  SO 

14,  028 

4.  15 

4 45 

S to  years.. 

-(12/1/73) 

35.  80 

71.60 

143.  20  ; 

286.  40 

716.  00  : 

1.  432.  00 

14,  320  1 

4 15 

4 52 

to  9 years.. 

— (6/1/74) 

36.  54 

73.  08 

146.  16 

202.  32 

730.  SO 

1,  461.  60 

14,  616 

4.  15 

4 65 

9 to  9)^  years.. 

-(12/1/74) 

37.  30 

74.  60 

149.  20 

298.  40 

746.  00 

1,  492.  00 

14,920 

4.  15 

4.  90 

91$  to  10  years.. 

...(6/1/75) 

38.  07 

76.  14 

152.  28  1 

304.  56 

761.  40  ; 

1,  522.  SO 

15,  228 

4 15 

5.67 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years 
from  original  maturity 
date)3 (12/1/75) 

39. 15 

78.30 

156.  60 

313.20 

783. 00 

1,566.  00 

15,  660 

M.23 

I Month,  dny,  nnd  year  on  which  issues  of  April  1, 1056,  enter  each  period.  For  subseriucnt  Issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  monlbs. 
i Yield  from  beginning  of  each  haU'venr  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  ninturliy  v»)ne  prior  to  the  June  l,  106S,  revision. 
f 10  years  and  8 mouths  from  issue  date.  Cxleudcd  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 1068. 

< Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  ($3.78  pereent. 


TABLE  43 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  I THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1956 


Issue  price 

Denomination. 

$18. 75 
25. 00 

$37.  50 
50. 00 

$75. 00 
100.  00 

$150. 00 
200. 00 

$375. 00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1.000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  coeh  half-year  period 
(values  increase  on  first  dny  of  period  shown) 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  On  current 

period  after  original  maturity  {be- 
ginning 0 years  i inopths  nfier  issue 
date) 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

of  the  extended 
maturity 
period  to  the 
beginning  of 
each  half-year 
period 
thereafter 

value  from 
beginnins  of 
c.ach  half- 
year  period 
locxtondcd 
maturity 

First  Y2  year... 

...'(2/1/66) 

S25.83 

$51.66 

$103.32 

$206.  64 

SolO.60 

$1,033.20 

SIO,  332 

Percent 

0.00 

Pereent 

2 4.15 

Y to  1 year 

....(8/1/66) 

26.  37 

52.  74 

105.  48 

210.  96 

527.  40 

1,054.  80 

10,  548 

4.  18 

2 4.  15 

1 to  1 K years.. 

....(2/1/67) 

26.  91 

53.  S2 

107.  64 

215.28 

538.  20 

1,  076.  40 

10,  764 

4.  14 

* 4.  15 

V/i  to  2 years.. 

....(8/1/67) 

27.  47 

54.  94 

109.  88 

219.  76 

549.  40 

1,  098.  80 

10,  988 

4.  15 

8 4. 15 

2 to  2Y’  3'cars.. 

....(2/1/6S) 

28.  04 

.56,  08 

IIZ  16 

224.  32 

.560-  80 

i,  121.  60 

11,  216 

4.  15 

* 4.  15 

2Y  to  3 years.. 

-..(S/l/GS) 

28.  62 

57.  24 

114.  48 

228.  96 

572.  40 

1,  144.  80 

11, 448 
11,  688 

4.  15 

4 25 

3 to  ZYz  years.. 

....(2/1/69) 

29.  22 

58.  44 

116.  88 

233.  76 

584.  40 

1,  168.  80 

4.  15 

4 26 

to  4 years  . 

....(8/1/69) 

29.  82 

59.  64 

119.  28 

238.56 

596.  40 

1,  192,  80 

11,  928 

4 15 

4.  27 

4 to  4Y  years.. 

--.(2/1/70) 

.30.  44 

60.  88 

121.  76 

243.  52 

60S.  SO 

1,217.  60 

12.  176 

4.  15 

4 28 

4Y  to  5 years.. 

-..(8/1/70) 

31.  07 

62.  14 

124.  28 

24S.  5C 

621.  40 

1,  242.  80 

12,  428 

4 15 

4 29 

5 to  5)$  3'cars.  . 

-..(2/1/71) 

31.  72 

63.  44 

126.  88 

2.53.  70 

634.  40 

1,  268.  SO 

12,  6S8 

4.  15 

4 30 

r>Y2  to  6 years.. 

-..(8/1/71) 

32.  38 

64.  76 

129.  52 

259.  04 

647.  60 

1,  295.  20 

12,  952 

4 15 

4 32 

6 to  GY  vears.. 

....(2/1/72) 

33.  05 

66.  10 

132.  20 

264.  40 

661.  00 

1.  322.  00 
1,  349.  20 

13,  220 

4 15 

4 34 

GY>  to  7 years.. 

,...(8/1/72) 

33.  73 

67.  -16 

134.  92 

209.  84 

674.  60 

13,  492 

4 15 

4.  37 

7 to  7)$  years.. 

-..(2/1/73) 

34.  43 

68.  S6 

137.  72 

275.  44 

688.00 

1,  377.  20 

13,  772 

14,  060 

4 15 

4.  41 

lY  to  8 years.. 

-..(8/1/73) 

35.  15 

70.  30 

140.  60 

281.  20 

703.  00 

1,  406.  00 

4 15 

4 45 

S to  8/$  years.. 

....(2/1/74) 

35.  88 

71.  76 

143.  52 

287.  04 

717.  60 

1,  435.  20 

14.  352 

4 15 

4.  53 

ZYi  to  9 years.. 

....(S/1/74) 

36.  62 

73.  24 

146.  48 

292.  96 

732.  40 

1,  464.  80 

14,648 

4 15 

4 66 

9 to  9Y  years.. 

....(2/1/75) 

37.  38 

74.  76 

149.  52 

299.  04 

747.  60 

1,  495.  20 

14,952 

4.  15 

4 92 

9Y  to  10  years. 

-...(8/1/75) 

38.  16 

76.  32 

152.  64 

305.  2S 

763.  20 

1,  526.  40 

15,  264 

4 15 

5.66 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 
VALUE  (10  years  from 
original  maturity 
datc)3... (2/1/76) 

39.  24 

78.  48 

156.  96 

313.92 

784.  80 

1,  569.  60 

15,  696 

M.23 

■ jMonth,  (lay,  and  year  on  which  issues  of  June  1, 1056,  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

• Yield  from  bcgiiinlDB  of  each  half-year  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 1068,  revision. 

3 19  years  and  8 moiiUis  from  issue  date,  l-i.xlcmlcd  maturiiy  value  improved  by  the  reviaon  of  June  1,  1063. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  c.xtcndcd  maturity  date  is  3.70  percent. 
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TABLE  4i 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  1956,  THROUGH  JANUARY  1.  1957 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18. 75 
25.00 

$37.  50 
50.00 

$75.00 
100.  00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

Approximalc  investment 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 

(2)  On  the 

(values  increase  on  first  day  o(  ireriod  .shown) 

rcdcnipiion 

(3)  On  current 

Period  after  oricinal 

maturity  (be. 

of  ihc  extended 

value  from 

ainnlnv  9 years  8 months  after  issue 

malnriiy 

bcsinninc  of 

date) 

period  to  (he 

each  half- 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

bcvinnini>  of 

year  period 

each  half.vear 

to  extended 

period 

maturity 

thereafter 

Percent 

Perce  jU 

First  Yi  vear 

-'B/i/60) 

$2.5.  97 

$51.  94 

$207.  76 

$519.  40 

$1, 038.  SO 

0.  no 

2 4.  15 

Yi  to  1 vear 

---(2/1/67) 

26.  51 

53.  02 

106.  04 

212.  OS 

530.  20 

1.  OGO.  40 

10,  004 

4.  10 

2 4.  15 

1 1.0  J '/^  vetirs 

--.(S/I/G7) 

27.  UG 

54.  12 

216.  48 

541.  20 

1,  0S2.  40 

4.  15 

2 4.  15 

to  2 years... 

-..(2/1/6S) 

27.  G2 

55.  24 

IIBm9 

220.  90 

552.  40 

1,  104.  80 

llWilkl 

4.  15 

2 4.  15 

2 to  2Y  years 

-..{S/J/6S) 

2S.  19 

5G.  38 

112.  76 

225.  52 

503.  SO 

1,  127.  GO 

11,  276 

4.  14 

4,  25 

'2Yi  to  3 years... 

.--(2/1/69) 

28.  7S 

.57.  .56 

115.  12 

.575.  00 

1.  151.  20 

11.  5J2 

4.  15 

4.  20 

3 to  'iYi  ycais 

--.(S/l/GO) 

20.  38 

58.  76 

1 17.  .52 

235.  04 

587.  60 

1,  175.  20 

11,  7.52 

4.  15 

4.  20 

V/i  to  4 vetii'S... 

--.(2/1/70) 

29.  99 

59.  98 

no.  06 

239.  92 

599.  SO 

1 , 1 09.  00 

11  900 

4.  15 

4,  27 

4 to  iYi  voars 

---(S/l/70) 

30.  6 1 

01.  22 

122.  44 

244.  88 

012.  20 

1,  224.  40 

12,  244 

4.  15 

4.  28 

4Yj  to  5 years 

---(2/1/71) 

31.  24 

62.  48 

124.  96 

249.  92 

624.  SO 

1,  240.  GO 

12,  490 

4.  15 

4.  30 

5 1.0  !}Yi  vears 

--- (S/1/71) 

31.  S9 

63.  78 

127.  .56 

255.  12 

637.  SO 

1,  275.  GO 

12,  750 

4.  15 

4.  31 

5^^  to  6 vears 

---(2/1/72) 

32.  05 

05.  10 

260.  40 

651.  00 

1,  302.  00 

■IWiMlB 

4.  1.5 

4.  33 

0 to  GJ.”  vca-is 

— (S/1/72) 

33.  23 

06.  46 

132.  02 

265.  84 

604.  00 

1.  329.  20 

13,  292 

4.  15 

4.  35 

GJ-H  to  7 yeais... 

-..(2/1/73) 

33.  02 

67.  84 

135  08 

271.  30 

678.  40 

1,  350.  80 

1 3,  508 

4.  15 

4.  38 

7 to  lYi  years... 

.--(8/ 1/73) 

34.  02 

69.  24 

138,  48 

270.  90 

092.  40 

1,  3S4,  SO 

13,  S4S 

4.  1.5 

4.  42 

IYi  to  S years... 

--.(2/1/74) 

35.  34 

70.  08 

141.  30 

282.  72 

700.  SO 

1.  413.  60 

14,  130 

4.  15 

4.  47 

8 to  SYi  years 

--.(8/1/74) 

30.  07 

72.  14 

1 14.  28 

28$.  .50 

721.  40 

1.  442.  80 

14,  428 

4.  15 

4.  50 

8/^  to  9 years... 

...(2/1/75) 

: 36.  82 

73.  04 

147.  2S 

294.  50 

730.  40 

1,  472.  SO 

14,  728 

4.  15 

4,  (59 

9 to  UW  years... 

..,(8/1/75) 

37.  59 

7.5.  IS 

1.50.  36 

751.  80 

■MliMM 

4.  15 

4.  04 

---(2/1/70) 

38.  37 

70.  74 

153.  48 

300.  90 

707.  40 

I,  534.  80 

1.5,  348 

4.  15 

5.  73 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (10  years 

from  original  maturity 

date)*., . .. 

..(8/1/76) 

39.47 

78.  94 

157. 88 

315. 76 

789.40 

1,578.80 

15,788 

U.  23 

■ iMoiUli,  dny,  ntxl  year  nii  wlilcli  issues  o(  December  l.  enter  cncli  period.  For  siibscqucnt  issue  mnntlis  add  tliu  appropriate  number  of  months. 
> Yield  from  bciiimiiiii;  of  eaeli  half-ytair  iKriod  toe.ucndcd  iitaiurity  at  c.stcndc<l  itiaiuray  value  prior  to  the  June  I,  19U8.  revision. 

9 10  years  and  8 monllis  from  issue  dale.  Rxiendcd  iiiaiuriiy  values  lmprovc<l  by  the  revision  of  June  1.  19(18. 

I Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  Is  3.83  |>crccnt. 


TABLE  45 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  FEBRUARY  1 THROUGH  MAY  !,  1957 


$18.75 

$37.  50 

$75.00 

$1-50.  00 

$375.  00 

$750.  00 
1,000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

25.  00 

.50.  00 

100.00 

200.  00 

500.  00 

(I)  Kcdcinplieii  values  during  each  half. vear 

period  (x-aUiCS  incrca.se  on  first  day  of 

(2)  On  the 

(3)  Oneurrent 

perifMl  sh< 

vn) 

redemption 

I'eriod  after  oriulnal 

matiirUy  (be* 

extended 

begimiiuK  of 

)iiatnrltv 

caeli  half. 

daio) 

period  to  the 

year  period 

KXTK.NDED  M.ATUIUTV  PERIOD 

bcRinuinu  of 

tn  extended 

each  half- 
year  period 
thereafter 

maturity 

Percent 

PcrceHf 

First  Yi  year 

...‘(i/l/GG) 

$2r5.  .80 

.$51.  60 

$103.  20 

$206.  40 

$516.  no 

$1, 032.  no 

$10,  320 

0.  00 

4.  15 

Yi  to  1 vear 

...(7/1/06) 

26.  34 

52.  08 

10.5.  30 

210.  72 

526.  SO 

1.  053.  00 

10,  530 

4.  19 

4.  15 

J to  i 'A  years 

.--(1/1/07) 

20.  .S8 

53.  70 

107.  52 

215.  04 

537.  60 

1,  075.  20 

10,  752 

4.  14 

4.  15 

to  2 years 

-.-(7/1/07) 

27.  M 

.5-1.  88 

109.  70 

219.  52 

548.  80 

1,  097.  00 

10,  970 

4.  15 

4.  15 

2 to  2Y-  years 

---(l/l/OS) 

28.  01 

50.  02 

112.  04 

224.  08 

560.  20 

1,  120.  40 

11,  204 

4.  15 

4.  15 

2Yi  to  3 vears 

---(7/1/08) 

28.  59 

.57.  IS 

JI4.  30 

228.  72 

.571.  SO 

1,  143.  60 

11,  430 

4.  15 

.4.  25 

3 1.0  SYj  years 

...(1/1/69) 

29.  IS 

58.  30 

116.  72 

233.  44 

.583.  60 

1,  107.  20 

11.  072 

4.  15 

4.  20 

3)i  to  4 years 

...(7/J/GO) 

29.  79 

.59.  .58 

119.  16 

238.  32 

59.5.  80 

1,  191.  60 

11,  910 

4.  15 

4,  27 

4 to  4Y  ycai's 

--.(1/1/70) 

30.  4 1 

60.  82 

121.  64 

243.  28 

GOa  20 

1,  216.  40 

12,  104 

4.  15 

4.  28 

4Yj  to  .5  years 

.-.(7/1/70) 

31.  04 

62.  08 

124.  10 

248.  32 

020.  80 

1,  241.  60 

12.  416 

4.  1.5 

4,  29 

.5  to  :‘>Y  vears 

-..(1/1/71) 

31.  68 

63.  36 

120.  72 

2.53.  44 

633.  60 

1,  207.  20 

12,  072 

4.  15 

4.  31 

•5/:>  to  0 years 

.--(7/1/71) 

32.  34 

64.  68 

129.  30 

2.58.  72 

046.  sn 

],  293.  60 

12.  936 

4.  15 

4.  32 

0 to  0}^  years 

---(1/1/72) 

33.  01 

GO.  02 

132.  04 

264.  08 

660.  20 

1,  320.  40 

13,  204 

4.  15 

4.  34 

0)<  to  7'years 

--(7/1/72) 

33.  70 

07.  40 

134.  SO 

269.  00 

674.  00 

1,  348.  00 

13,  480 

4.  15 

4.  37 

7 to  7’.^  vears 

...(1/1/73) 

34.  39 

08.  V8 

137.  56 

275.  12 

687.  SO 

1,  375.  00 

13,  750 

4.  15 

4.  41 

~Yi  to  8 years 

---(7/1/73) 

3.5.  11 

70.  22 

140.  44 

280.  SS 

702.  20 

1,  404.  40 

14.  044 

4.  15 

4.  40 

S to  years 

--(1/1/74) 

3-5.  84 

71.  68 

143.  36 

286.  72 

716.  SO 

].  433.  60 

14,  336 

4.  15 

4.  5.3 

to  1)  years 

--(7/1/74) 

30.  58 

73.  16 

146.  32 

292.  64 

731.  60 

1,  463.  20 

14,  032 

4.  15 

4.  07 

9 to  9'A  years 

--«.(l/l/7  ) 

37.  34 

74.08 

149.  30 

298.  72 

740.  SO 

1.  493,  60 
1,  524.  40 

14,  9.30 

4.  15 

4.  92 

\)Yi  to  10  years.. 

---(7/1/75) 

38.  11 

76.  22 

152.  44 

304.  88 

762.  20 

15,  244 

4.  15 

5.  72 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (10  years  from 
original  maturity 

n/i/Tf.) 

39.  20 

78,  40 

156.80 

313.  60 

784.00 

1,  568.  00 

15,  680 

* 4.  23 

1 Month,  day,  and  year  on  whicli  issues  of  Kvbmary  I,  lO.'iT,  enter  each  period.  For  subscqiteiit  is.siii;  months  add  the  appiopriatc  number  of  months. 

2 Yiiild  from  bci{inniim  of  eacli  half. year  period  tovsiendcd  maturity  at  i-xiended  maturity  value  prior  to  iliu  June  I,  1968.  revision. 

’ 18  years  and  II  montlis  from  issue  date.  Kxtended  mninriiy  value  iinprox'cd  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 1968- 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  Issue  date  to  csTcndvd  maturity  date  is  3.94  percent. 
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TABLE  46 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  I THROUGH  NOVEMBER  I,  1957 


Issue  price 

Dcnominalioa . . 

$18.7.5 
25.  00 

$37.  .50 
50.  00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$150.00 
200. 00 

$37.5. 00 
.500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,  000.  00 

$7.  500 
10,  000 

Appro.ximalc  investment 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  duriiic  cadi  half-year  period  (valius  increase  on  first  day  of 

(2)  On  the 

period  sliown) 

redemption 

(3)  On  current 

of  the 

value  from 

Period  after  oriitinal 

maturity  (be- 

extended 

bCKiiining  of 

itinnlnBfi  years  11  months  after  issue 

nialurity 

each  half. 

date) 

period  to  the 

year  period 

E.XTENDED  MATURITY  rEKIOD 

bciiinniii):  of 

to  oMcndcd 

each  iialf- 

maturity 

vear  period 

thereafter 

J’erfcut 

• Percent 

1‘irst  'A  year 

-..'(a/l/GO) 

$2.5.  91 

$51.  S2 

$103.  64 

$207.  28 

$.518.  20 

$1,  030.  40 

$10,  361 

0,  00 

2 4.  15 

1-0  1 vear 

..(ll/l/GO) 

2G.  4.5 

52.  Of) 

10.5.  SO 

211.  on 

520.  00 

1,  0.58.  00 

10,  580 

4.  17 

® 4.  15 

1 lo  IJ-a  veara 

-.-(■•/I/G7) 

27.  00 

54.  00 

108.  00 

210.  00 

.540.  00 

1,  080.  00 

U),  800 

4.  10 

4.  15 

\y<  t'O  2 years 

--01/I/G7) 

27.  .56 

•5.5.  12 

i 10.  24 

220.  48 

.5.51.  >0 

1,  102.  40 

11,  024 

4.  16 

4.  15 

2 to  2A  venrs 

...(G/I/GS) 

28.  13 

.56,  26 

112.  .52 

>2.5.  04 

562.  00 

1,  125.  20 

11,  252 

4.  15 

4.  2-5 

2A  to  3 years 

..(n/l/GS) 

28.  71 

.57,  42 

1 14.  81 

220.  68 

574.  20 

1,  148.  40 

11,  484 

4.  15 

4.  20 

^ to  '.i'/i  years 

...(■)/] /GO) 

29.  31 

.58.  62 

117.  24 

234.  48 

.586.  20 

1,  172.  40 

11,  724 

4.  15 

4.  20 

sy  to  -I  years 

..(II/I/G9) 

29.  92 

59.  84 

110.  68 

239.  30 

.598.  40 

1.  100.  SO 

n,  OGS 

4.  15 

4.  27 

4 to  ‘V/.  years 

---(5/1/70) 

30.  54 

61.  08 

122.  16 

2 14.  32 

010.  SO 

1,  221.  60 

12,  210 

4.  15 

4.  28 

4K  to  .0  years 

-.01/1/70) 

31.  17 

6 2.  3-i 

124.  GS 

249.  36 

023.  40 

1,  240.  SO 

12,  46S 

4.  1.5 

4.  30 

5 to  5A  years 

---(5/1/71) 

31.  S2 

63.  64 

127.  28 

2.54.  56 

030.  40 

1.  272.  SO 

12,  72.S 

4.  15 

4.  31 

o'A  to  (i  years... 

--(11/1/71) 

32.  48 

64.  96 

129.  92 

250.  84 

040.  00 

1,  209.  20 

12.  092 

4,  15 

4.  33 

(i  to  6K  years... 

--.(■5/1/72) 

33.  15 

66.  30 

132.  CO 

20-5.  20 

063.  00 

1.  326.  00 

13.  260 

4.  15 

4.  3.5 

Ci'/i  to  7 years 

--(11/1/72) 

33.  S4 

67.  68 

135.  30 

270.  72 

670.  SO 

1,  3-53.  60 

13,  530 

4.  15 

4.  38 

7 to  I'/i  years... 

--,(5/1/73) 

34.  54 

69.  OS 

138.  10 

>70.  32 

090.  SO 

1,381.  GO 

13,  816 

4.  15 

4.  42 

fA  to  S years... 

--(U/1/73) 

35.  26 

70.  52 

141.  04 

282.  08 

705.  20 

1,  410.  40 

14,  104 

.4.  15 

4.  47 

S to  SJ-<  years. .. 

...(5/1/74) 

35.  99 

71.  98 

143.  00 

287.  02 

710.  SO 

1,  439.  60 

14,  30C 

4.  15 

4.  55 

BA  to  9 years... 

..(11/1/74) 

36.  74 

73.  48 

140.  00 

293.  02 

734.  $0 

1,400.  60 

14,  096 

4.  15 

4.  68 

0 to  OA  years. . . 

-..(5/1/75) 

37.  50 

75.  00 

150.  00 

300.  00 

750.  00 

1,  500.  00 

15,  000 

4.  15 

4.  95 

9ti  to  10  years, , 

--(11/1/75) 

3S.  28 

76.  50 

153.  12 

300.  24 

705.  60 

1.  531.  20 

15,  312 

4.  15 

5.  75 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

Value  (lO  years  from 

original  maturity 

date)® 

... (5/1/70) 

39.  38 

78.76 

157.  52 

315. 04 

787. 60 

1.  575.  20 

15,752 

* 4.  23 

' Mniuh,  ciiiy,  mid  year  on  which  issues  of  June  I,  1957.  cnicr  encli  period.  Por  $(ilk$c<|iicnt  iS-Siie  monilis  add  lUc  npi)rr>pri.nic  miiiibcr  of  moiilhs. 
3 VIclil  from  bi'Kimiiitg  of  each  Imlf-yuitr  period  (oc.<i(c»<led  inuiuriiy  m c-xiciidc<i  maiuriiy  value  prior  loUic  Jime  I,  lOliii,  revision. 

> 18  years  and  1 1 moiulis  from  is.suc  dale.  li.'iieiKted  iiiauiriiy  value  iniproveil  l>y  liie  revision  of  Juno  I.  lOCl 
* Yield  on  purcliosc  price  from  Issue  dale  to  cxiended  maturity  date  Is  3.V0  iicrcont. 


TABLE  47 

DONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I.  1057,  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1958 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.50 

50.00 

1 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$150.  00 
200.00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1,000.  00 

1 

$7.  500 
10,000 

ApnroximAlQ  Investment 
yield 

(1)  ncdeimnion  values  durine  each  half-ycitr  period  (values  increase  on  first  day  of 

(2)  On  the 

period  shown) 

redemption 

; (3)  On  current 

redemption 

, value  from 

rcriod  after  origin.'il 

maliirity  (be- 

extended 

1 bcKinniiiR  of 

clniiiiicS  years  It  months  after  issue 

maturity 

1 each  half- 

period  to  the 

year  period 

EXTENDED  M.ATURITY  PERIOD 

bceinnina  of 

: to  extended 

each  Iialf. 

maturity 

year  period 

thereafter 

Percent 

Percent 

First  A year 

..'(11/1/66) 

$26.  03 

$52.  00 

$104.  12 

$208.  24 

$520.  60 

$1,041.20 

$10.  412 

0.  00 

* 4.  15 

A to  1 year 

--.(•5/1/07) 

26.  57 

53.  14 

106.  28 

212.  56 

531.  40 

1,062.  SO 

10.  628 

4.  15 

1 *4.  15 

1 to  1 years 

--(11/1/67) 

27.  12 

54.  24 

108.  48 

216.  00 

542.  40 

J,  084.  SO 

10,  848 

4.  14 

' *4.15 

] A to  2 years 

--.(5/J/GS) 

27.  68 

55.  36 

MO.  72 

221.  44 

553.  00 

1,  107.  20 

11,  072 

4.  14 

4.25 

2 to  2|.^  years 

..(11/I/6S) 

28.26 

56.  52 

M3.  04 

226.  08 

565.  20 

1,  130.  40 

11,  304 

4.  15 

1 4.  20 

2'/\-  to  3 yeaiLs 

...(.5/J/69) 

28.  8.5 

•57.  70 

JI5.  40 

230.  80 

577.  00 

1,  154.  00 

11, 540 

4.  16 

4.  26 

3 to  -iA  years 

..(11/1/69) 

29.  44 

58.  88 

IJ7.  76 

235.  52 

.588.  SO 

1,  177.  GO 

11.  770 

4.  15 

4.  27 

3!-^  to  4 years 

...(5/1/70) 

30.  0.5 

60.  10 

120.  20 

240.  40 

601.  00 

1.-202.  00 

12,  020 

4.  15 

1 4.  28 

4 to  4J.^  years 

.-(1 1/1/70)  ' 

30.  68 

61,  36  1 

122.  72 

•245.  44  1 

613.  60 

.1,  227.  20 

12,  272  1 

4.  15 

: 4.  20 

4A  to  -5  years 

-.-(5/1/7J) 

31.  31 

62.  62  1 

125.  24 

250.  48  1 

626.  20 

1,  2.52.  40 

12.  524  I 

4.  15 

! 4.  31 

5 to  5 A years 

-.(11/1/71) 

31.  96 

63.  92 

127.  84 

255.  68 

639.  20 

1,278.  40 

12,  784 

4.  15 

1 4.  32 

:jA  to  6 years 

-.-(■5/1/72) 

32.  03 

6.5,  26 

130.  52 

201.  04 

652.  60 

I,  305.  20 

13,  052  1 

4.  15 

' 4.  .••4 

6 to  C)A  years 

..(lJ/1/72) 

33,  30 

66.  60 

133.  20 

266.  40 

660.  00 

1,  332.  00 

13,  320  ; 

4.  15 

i 4.  37 

OKj  to  7 years 

--.(5/1/73) 

34.  00 

68.  00 

130.  00 

272.  00 

680.  00  ; 

1,  360.  00 

13,  600 

4.  15 

1 4.  39 

7 to  ?A  years 

..(11/1/73) 

34.  70 

69.  40 

138.  SO  i 

277.  60 

604.  00  1 

1.  3SS.  00 

13,  SSO 

4.  15 

' 4.4.1 

7)^  to  8 years 

..-(5/1/74) 

3-5.  42 

70.  84 

141.  6$  ' 

•283.  36 

70S.  40  1 

1,  4.IG.  SO 

14,  IGS 

4.  15 

1 4.  49 

S to  S/i  years 

-.(M/1/74) 

36.  16 

72.  32 

144.  64 

280.  28 

723.  20 

1,  440.  40 

14, 464 

4.  15 

i ■ 4.  57 

8)^  to  9 years.-- 

---(5/J/75) 

36.  91 

73.  82  ! 

1 47.  64  1 

•205.  28  ' 

738.  20  1 

1,  476.  40  1 

14,  764  1 

4.  15 

1 4.  71 

9 to  9)^  years 

-.(11/1/7.5) 

37.  67 

7i>.  34 

1 50.  68 

301.  36 

753.  40  1 

1.  506.  SO  1 

15,  068  i 

4.  15 

5.  01 

OA  to  10  years.. 

--.(5/1/76) 

38.  45 

76.  90 

153.  SO 

307.  60 

769.  00 

1,  538.  00 

15,  380 

4.  15 

5.88 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

Value  (lO  years  from 

original  maturity 

date)® 

-(U/l/76) 

30.58 

79. 10 

158.32 

316.  64 

791.60 

1.583.20 

15,  832 

*i.  23 

' Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  is-sucs  of  Uccemher  1, 1957.  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  m<Milhs  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
■ Yield  from  boginninp  of  each  half-year  period  to  extended  m.aturiiy  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 1908,  revision. 

’ IS  years  and  II  iiiontlis  from  issue  dale.  Fxiondcd  innluriiy  value  improved  by  tlic  revision  of  June  i,  199$. 

* Yield  on  purcliasc  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  inaturiiy  date  is  3.99  percent. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


186  19  68  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


TABLE  48 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  I,  1958 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
SO.  00 

$75. 00 
100. 00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

$37.5.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,  000 

Appro.xim.ate  investment 
yield 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  lutlf-ycar  period  (values  increase  on  first  day  of 

(2)  On  the 

period  shown) 

redemption 

(3)  On  current 

value  at  start 

redemption 

value  from 

Period  after  orieinat 

Tnalurlly  (be- 

extended 

beginning  of 

ginning  8 years  11  moiUhs  after  issue 

maturity 

each  half. 

period  to  the 

year  period 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

beginning  of 

to  e.tteiidcd 

each  half. 

maturity 

year  period 

IhereafCcr 

Percent 

Percent 

I'  irst  ’/i  year 

--'(5/1/67) 

S26.  1 4 

$52.  28 

$104.  56 

$209.  12 

$522.  80 

$1,  045,  60 

$10,  456 

0.  00 

4.  15 

'/i  to  1 year 

-.01/1/67) 

26.  6S 

53.  36 

106.  72 

213.  44 

533.  60 

1,  067.  20 

10,  672 

4,  13 

4,  15 

1 to  IJ-i  years 

...(5/1/68) 

27.  24 

54.  48 

108.  96 

217.  02 

544.  80 

1.  089.  60 

10,  896 

4.  16 

4.  25 

I'/i  to  2 years 

..(11/1/68) 

27.  80 

55.  60 

111.  20 

22Z  40 

556.  00 

1,  112.  00 

11,  120 

4,  15 

4.  26 

2 to  2J4  years... 

--.(5/1/69) 

28.  33 

56.  76 

1 13-  52 

227.  04 

567.  60 

1,  135.  20 

11,  352 

4.  15 

4,  26 

2}^  to  3 years... 

-.(1I/I/69) 

28.  97 

57.  04 

115.  88 

231.  76 

579.  40 

1,  158.  80 

11,  588' 

4.  15 

4.  27 

3 to  years 

...(5/1/70) 

25).  57 

59.  14 

118.  28 

236.  56 

501.  40 

1,  182.  80 

11.  828 

4.  15 

4.  28 

Z'/i  to  4 years 

-.01/1/70) 

30.  IS 

60.  36 

120.  72 

241.  44 

603.  GO 

1,  207.  20 

12,  072 

4.  15 

4.  29 

4 to  i'/i  years 

-.-(5/1/71) 

30.  SI 

61.  62 

123.  24 

246.  48 

616.  20 

1,  232.  40 

12,  324 

4.  15 

4.  30 

i'/i  to  5 years 

-.(11/1/71) 

31.  45 

62.  90 

125.  80 

251.  60 

629.  00 

1,  258.  00 

12,  580 

4.  15 

4.  31 

5 to  5'/i  years... 

---(5/1/72) 

32.  10 

64.  20 

128.  40 

256.  80 

642.  00 

1,  284.  00 

12,  840 

4.  15 

4.  33 

5'/i  to  6 years 

--01/1/72) 

32.  77 

65.  54 

131.  OS 

262.  16 

653.  40 

1,  310.  80 

13.  108 

4.  15 

4.  35 

6 to  6'/i  years 

-..(5/1/73) 

33.  45 

66.  90 

133.  80 

267.  60 

669.  00 

1,338.  00 

13.  380 

4.  15 

4.  37 

6H  to  7 years 

.-(U/l/73) 

34.  14 

68.  28 

136.  .56 

273.  12 

682.  SO 

1.  365.  60 

13,  656 

4.  15 

4.  41 

7 to  l',i  years... 

-..(5/1/74) 

34.  85 

09.  70 

130.  40 

278.  80 

697.  00 

1.  394.  00 

13.  940 

4.  15 

4.  45 

I'/i  to  8 years... 

-.01/1/74) 

35.  57 

71.  14 

142.  28 

284.  56 

711.  40 

1,  422.  SO 

14.  228 

4.  15 

4.  51 

8 to  8H  vears 

---(5/1/75) 

36.  31 

72.  62 

145.  24 

290.  48 

726.  20 

1,  452.  40 

14,  524 

4.  15 

4.  60 

S'/i  to  9 years 

..(11/1/75) 

37.  06 

74.  12 

148.  24 

296.  48 

741.  20 

1,  482.  40 

14,  824 

4.  15 

4.  76 

9 to  9}$  years... 

...(5/1/76) 

37.83 

75.  66 

151.  32 

302.  64 

756.  60 

1,513.  20 

15,  132 

4.  15 

5.  06 

^\i  to  10  years.. 

..(H/1/76) 

38.  62 

77.  24 

154.  48 

308.  96 

772.  40 

1,  544.  80 

15, 448 

4.  15 

5.  96 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (10  years  from 

original  maturity 

date)* 

...(5/1/77) 

39. 77 

79.  54 

159.08 

318. 16 

795.  40 

1.  590.  80 

15,  908 

*4. 24 

> Month..day,  and  year  on  which  Issues  of  June  1. 19S8.  enter  eaeh  period-  For  subsoQuent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
< Yield  from  beginning  of  each  lial(*ycar  period  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 1N8,  revision. 

* 18  years  and  11  months  from  issue  date.  Extendetl  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 19C8. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  oxtondod  maturity  date  Is  4.01  percent. 


TABLE  49 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I,  1958.  THROUGH  MAY  1.  1959 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.75 
25. 00 

$37.  50 
50. 00 

$75.00 
100.  00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1,000.  00 

$7, 500 
10,  000 

Appro.vimatc  investment 
yield 

(1)  Redcmplien  values  during  c.ach  half-year  period 

(2)  On  the 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

redemption 

(3)  On  current 

value  at  start 

redemption 

Period  after  original 

maturity  (be* 

of  the  extended 

value  from 

uinning  8 years  11  inoiUhs  after  issue 

maturity 

beginning  of 

date) 

period  to  the 

each  half  - 

E.XTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

beginning  of 

year  period 

each  half-year 

to  extended 

period 

maturity 

thereafter 

Percent 

Percent 

First  '/i  year 

-‘(H/1/67) 

$26.  26 

$52.  52 

$10.5-  04 

$210.  03 

$525.  20 

SI,  050.  40 

$10,  504 

0.  00 

4.  15 

'/i  to  1 year 

...(5/1/68) 

26-  SO 

53.  60 

107.  20 

214.  40 

536.  00 

1.  072.  00 

10.  720 

4.  11 

4.  25 

1 to  V/:  years 

.(M/1/6S) 

27.  36 

51.  72 

109.  44 

218.  88 

547.  20 

1,  094.  40 

10,  944 

4.  15 

4.  26 

i'/i  to  2 years-.. 

..(5/1/69) 

27.  9.3 

5.5.  86 

111.  72 

223.  44 

55S.  60 

1,  117.  20 

11,  172 

4.  15 

4.  26 

2 to  2'/i  years 

.(11/1/60) 

28.  .51 

57.  02 

114.  04 

228.  OS 

570.  20 

1.  140.  40 

11,  404 

4.  15 

4.  27 

2'/i  to  3 years 

..(5/1/70) 

20.  10 

5.8-  20 

1 10.  40 

232.  SO 

5S2.  00 

1.  164.  00 

11. 640 

4.  15 

4.  28 

3 lo  3'/i  years... 

-(U/1/70) 

20.  70 

59.  40 

118.  SO 

237.  60 

594.  00 

1,  ISS.  00 

1 1,  S80 

4.  15 

4.  29 

3'/i  Lo  4 years 

..  (5/1/7 .1) 

30.  32 

60.  64 

121.  28 

242.  56 

606.  40 

1,  212.  SO 

12,  12S 

4.  15 

4.  30 

4 to  i'/i  years 

-(11/1/71) 

30.  95 

61.  90 

123.  SO 

247.  60 

619.  00 

1,  23S.  00 

12.  380 

4.  15 

4.  31 

i'/i  to  5 years 

-.(5/1/72) 

31.  .50 

63.  IS 

126.  36 

252.  72 

631.  80 

1,  263.  60 

12,  636 

4.  15 

4.  33 

5 to  f}'/'  years 

-01/1/72) 

32,  2.5 

ILI.  50 

129.  00 

258.  00 

645-  00 

1,  290.  00 

12,  900 

4.  15 

4.  34 

Tj'/i  to  0 years 

-.(5/1/73) 

32.  92 

65.  84 

131.  68 

263.  36 

65-8.  40 

1,  316.  SO 

13,  168 

4.  15 

4.  36 

G to  (j'/i  years 

.01/1/73), 

33.  60 

67.  20 

134.  40 

208.  SO 

672.  00 

1,  344,  00 

13,  440 

4.  15 

4.  39 

lo  7 years 

-.(5/1/74) 

34.  30 

68.  60 

137.  20 

274.  40 

686.  00 

1,  372.  00 

13,  720 

4.  15 

4.  43 

7 to  7'/i  years... 

-01/1/74) 

35.  01 

70.  02 

140.  04 

280.  08 

700.  20 

1,  400.  40 

14.  004 

4.  15 

4.  -47 

~'/i  to  8 years 

-.(5/1/75) 

3.5.  73 

71.  46 

142.  92 

285.  84 

714.  60 

1,  429.  20 

14,  292 

4.  15 

4-  55 

8 to  years 

-01/1/75) 

36.  48 

72.  96 

145.  92 

291.  84 

729.  60 

1,  459.  20 

14,  592 

4.  15 

4.  63 

S'/i  Lo  0 vears 

--(5/1/76) 

37.  23 

74.  46 

148.  92 

297.  $4 

744.  60 

1,  489.  20 

14,  892 

4.  15 

4.81 

0 to  9'/i  years 

-01/1/76) 

3.S.  01 

76.02 

152.  04 

304.  08 

760.  20 

1.  520.  40 

15,  204 

4'.  15 

5.  12 

O'/i  Lo  10  years. . 

-.(5/1/77) 

38.  70 

77.  58 

155.  16 

310.  32 

775.  80 

1,  551.  60 

15,516 

4.  15 

6.  14 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (10  years  from 

original  inulurity 

date)* 

-(11/1/77) 

39.  98 

79.  96 

159. 92 

319. 84 

799.  60 

1,599.  20 

15,  992 

M.  25 

' Moiuli,  day.  and  year  on  which  Issues  of  December  1,  1958,  enter  c.’ich  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  mouths. 
• Vicid  from  I.eKinnin)’  o(  each  half-yeur  i>vriod  to  extended  inatiirily  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  tite  June  1, 1908,  revision. 

3 18  years  and  1 1 months  from  issue  date.  E.tumdcd  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revisioa  of  Juno  1, 19CS. 

< Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  4.01  percent. 
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TABLE  50 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  I,  1950 


> Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  Issues  of  June  I,  1050,  enter  each  i>eriod.  For  subsequent  Issue  months  ndcl  the  approprlnCo  number  of  months. 
< Yield  from  bcelnning  of  each  lialf*ycar  ncrioO  to  extended  maturity  at  extended  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  I,  lOGS.  revision. 

3 17  years  and  9 months  from  issue  date.  Extended  inaturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1,  lOtjS. 

* Yield  on  purcliose  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  4.05  percent. 


TABLE  51 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I.  l$59.  THROUGH  MAY  1,  19C0 


! 

Issue  price 

$18.75 

$37. 50 

$75.  00 

$150.00 

$375. 00 

$750.00 

$7,  500 

Approximate  Investment 

Denomination 

1 

25.  00 

50.  00 

100.  00 

200. 00 

500.00 

1,  000. 00  ! 

10»  000 

yield 

Period  after  orlBlnal  maturity  (be- 
ginning 7 years  0 monilis  after  issue 
date) 


EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 


(2)  On  the 
redemption 
value  at  start 
|oflhecxtended| 
maturity 
period  to  the 
beginning  of 
each  half-year 
period 
thereafter 


(3)  On  current 
redemption 
value  from 
beginning  of 
each  half- 
year  period 
to  extended 
inaturity 
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TABLE  52 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  I.  1960 


$18.75 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75.00 

$250.  00 
200.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$7.50.  00 

$7,  500 

Appro-xim.-H' 

yi' 

25.  00 

100.00 

1,000.  00 

10, 000 

eld 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  On  cur- 

of  each  mn* 

demptlon 

turity  or 

value 

Period  after  issue  date 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  eocli  half-year  period 

extended  ina- 

from  bo- 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

turity  period 

ginning  of 

to  bcKitining 

eacli  half* 

of  each  half- 

year 

period  ' (a) 

period 

tliercaftor 

to  maturity 

First  '/i  year 

1 

■ Percent 

Percent 

,,'(0/1/00) 

$ia  75 

$37.  50 

$75.  00 

$150.  00 

$375.  00 

$750.  00 

$7,  500  1 

0.  00 

3 3.  75 

M to  1 year 

.,  (12/1/60) 

IS.  91 

37.  82 

7.5.  04 

151.  28 

378.  20 

756.  40 

7,  .564 

1.  71 

« 3.  89 

1 to  iK  ycare 

-(6/1/61)  ! 

10.  19 

38.  38 

76.  76 

153.  52 

383.  80 

767.  60 

7,  670 

2.  33 

’ 3.  96 

1}$  to  2 years 

19.  51 

39.  02 

78.  04 

150.  08 

390.  20 

780.  40 

7,  804  1 

2.  67 

» 4.  01 

2 to  2\i  ycare 

-(6/1/62) 

19.90 

39.  80 

79.  60 

1.59.  20 

398.  00 

796.  00 

7,  960  ! 

3.  00 

» 4.  01 

2y>  to  3 3'ears 

-(12/1/62) 

20.  28 

40.  56 

81.  12 

162.  24 

40.5.  60 

811.  20 

8,  112 

3.  16 

3 4.  03 

. (6/1/63) 

413.  20 

826.  40 

8,  264  : 
8.  428 

3.  26 

ZYi  to  4 years 

-(12/1/63) 

21.  07 

42.  14 

84.  28 

168.  56  1 

421.  40 

842.  so 

3.  36 

3 4.  06 

4 to  3'ears 

--(6/1/64); 

21.  50 

43.  00 

86.  00 

172.  00 

430.  00 

860.  00 

8.  600 

3.  45 

3 4.  06 

4J<  to  5 years 

.(12/1/04) 

21.  95 

43.  90  1 

87.  80 

175.  60 

439.  00 

S7S.  00 

8,  780 

3.  53 

3 4,  04 

5 to  b'A  years 

-.(6/1/65) 

22.  40 

44.  SO 

89.  60 

179.  20 

44S.  00 

896.  00 

8,  960 

3.  59 

3 4.  03 

to  6 years 

.(12/1/65) 

22.  86 

45.  72 

91.  44 

182.  88 

457.  20 

914.  40 

9,  144 

3.  64 

* 4.  43 

6 to  6M  years 

-.(6/1/66) 

23.  33  1 

46.  66  1 

93.  32 

186.  64 

466.  60 

933.  20 

9,  332 

3.  68 

* 4.  52 

to  7 years... 

-(12/1/66) 

23.  83 

47.  66 

95.  32 

190.  64 

476.  GO 

953.  20 

9,  532 

3.  72 

< 4.  62 

• 7 to  7A  years 

-.(6/1/67) 

24.  37 

48.  74  1 

97.  48 

194.  96 

487.  40 

974,  80 

9.  748 

3.  78 

* 4.  68 

7\\  years  to  7 years  and  9 I 

months 

-(12/l/67> 

24.  93 

49.86 

09.  72 

199.  44 

498.  60 

997.  20 

9,  972 

3.  83 

* 4.  84 

MATURITY  VALUE  (7 

years  and  9 months 

from  issue 

25.  23 

50.  46 

100. 92 

201.84 

504.  60 

1,009.  20 

10,  092 

3.  87 

Period  after  maturity  date 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

tended 

maturity 

First  A year 

..(3/1/68). 

$2-5.  23 

$50.  46 

$100.  92 

$201.  84 

$504.  60 

$1,  009.  20 

$10.  092 

0,  00 

4,  25 

A to  1 year 

1 to  l^years... 

..(9/1/68) 

25.  75 

51.  50 

103.  00 

206.  00 

515.  00  ! 

1.  030.  00 

10.  300 

4.  12 

4.  26 

-.(3/1/60) 

26.  29 

52.  58 

105.  16 

210.  32 

525.  80  ' 

1,  051.  60 

10.516 

4.  16 

4.  26 

\A  to  2 years 

..(9/1/69) 

i 26.  83 

53.  66 

107.  32 

214.  64 

536.  60 

],  073.  20 

10,  732 

4.  14 

4.  27 

2 to  2J<1  years 

..(3/1/70) 

27.  39 

54.  78 

109.  56 

219.  12 

547.  SO 

1,  095.  CO 

10,  956 

4.  1.5 

4.  28 

2A  to  3 years... 

..(9/1/70) 

: 27.  96 

55.  92 

111.  84 

223.  68 

559.  20 

],  118.  40 

11,  184 

4.  15 

4.  28 

3 to  ZA  years... 

..(3/1/71) 

28.  54 

57.  OS 

114.  16 

228.  32 

570.  80 

1,  141.  60 

11,  416 

4.  15 

4.  29 

ZA  to  4 years... 

..(9/1/71). 

29.  13 

.58.  26 

116.  52 

233.  04 

582.  60  1 

1,  165.  20 

11,  652 

4.  15 

4.  30 

4 to  4H  years... 

-.(3/1/72) 

29.  74 

59.  48 

11$.  96 

237.  92 

594.  SO  ^ 

1,  189.  GO 

11,  896 

4.  15 

4.  31 

4^  to  5 years 

-.(9/1/72) 

30.  35 

60.  70 

121.  40 

242.  80 

607.  00 

1,  214.  00 

12,  140 

4.  15 

4.  33 

5 to  bVi  years... 

-(3/1/73) 

30.  98 

61.  96 

123.  92 

247.  84 

1 619.  60 

],  239.  20 

12,  392 

4.  15 

4.  35 

to  6 years... 

-.(9/1/73). 

31.  02 

63.  24 

126.  48 

252.  96 

632.  40 

1.  264.  SO 

12.  648 

4.  15 

4.  3$ 

6 to  6M  years... 

.-(3/1/74) 

32.  28 

64.  56 

129.  12 

258.  24 

645.  60 

1,  291.  20 
1.  318.  00 

12.  912 

4.  15 

4,  40 

OA  to  7 years... 

-(9/1/74) 

32.  95 

65.  90 

131.  80 

263.  60 

659.  00 

13.  180 

4.  15 

4.  44 

7 to  7A  years 

-(3/1/73) 

33.  63 

67.  26 

134.  52 

269.  04 

672.  60 

1,  345,  20 

13,  452 

4.  15 

4.  49 

7Yi  to  8 years... 

--(9/1/75). 

34.  33 

68.  66 

137.  32 

274.  64 

686.  60 

1,  373,  20 

13,  732 

4.  15 

4.  55 

8 to  8A  years 

(3/1/76)- 

35.  05 

70.  10 

140.  20 

280.  40 

701.  00 

1,  402.  00 

14,  020 

4.  15 

4.  64 

8K  to  9 years... 

-(9/1/76). 

35.  77 

71.  54 

143.  08 

286.  16 

715.  40 

1,  430.  SO 

14,  308 

4.  15 

4.  82 

9 to  9>^  years... 

-.(3/1/77) 

36.51 

1 73.  02 

146.  04 

, 292.  08 

730.  20 

1,  460.  40 

14,  604 

4.  15 

5.  16 

9A  to  10  years... 

--(9/1/77) 

37.  27 

, 74.  54 

149.  08 

298.  16 

745.  40 

1.  490.  80 

14,  908 

4.  15 

6.  17 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

Value  (lO  years  from 
original  maturity 

1 

-_f3/l/78l 

38.  42 

' 76.84 

1 

1 153.  68 

1 307.36 

768.  40 

. 1.  536.80 

15,368 

6 4.  25 

* 3-month  period  in  ttic  ease  of  the  Tt'i-ycar  to  7-year  and  9-monlh  period. 

1 Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  issues  of  June  I,  I960,  enter  cacli  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months, 
t Yield  from  beginniiii;  of  each  period  lo  miiiiiriiy  ul  niatiirily  veluc  prior  to  the  December  l,  I9G5.  revision. 

* ^'Icld  from  beginning  of  each  period  to  maturity  at  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  1968,  revision. 

1 17  years  and  9 months  from  Issue  date.  Extended  maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  Juno  1, 19C8. 
t Yield  on  purcliose  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  4.08  percent. 
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TABLE  53 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  I960,  THROUGH  MAY  1, 1961 


$18.75 

25.00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

■ $75.00 

1 

$150.  00 
200.00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 

$7,  500 
10,000 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

100.00 

1,000,00 

(2)  On  the 
redemption 

(3)  On  cur- 

value  at  start 

rent  re- 

of  each  ma-  j 

dempilon 

tiirily  or 

value 

Period  after  issue  dale 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  |>crio<l  > 

extended  ma* ' 

from  be- 

(values  increase  on  hrst  day  of  period  sliow  ii) 

turily  period  1 

cinnine  of 

to  bceiiming 

each  lialf- 

of  each  half-  1 

year 

year  ! 

period  ‘ (a) 

period 

therc-after 

to  maturity 

Percent 

Percent 

..*(12/1/60) 

SIS.  75 
IS.  91 

S37.  50 
37.  82 

$75.  00 
75.  64 

$150.  00 
151.  28 

$375.  00 
378.  20 

0.  00 

*3.  75 

'/•  to  1 year 

1 to  ] years 

— (6/1/61) 

756.  40 

, 7. 564 

1.  71 

3 3.  S9 

-.(12/1/61) 

19.  19 

3S.  3S 

1 76. 76 

153.  52 

383.  80 

767.  60 

1 7,  676 

2.  33 

»3.  06 

1^2  to  2 years 

...(6/1/62) 

19.  51 

39.  02 

1 7a  04 

156.  08 

390.  20 

780.  40 

1 7,  804 

2.  67 

»4.  61 

2 to  years 

-02/1/62) 

19.  90 

39.  SO 

79.  60 

1-59.  20 

30,8.  00 

796.  00 

7,  960 

3.  00 

M.  01 

2'/j  to  3 years 

--.(6/1/63) 

20.  28 

40.  .36 

8!.  12 

162.  24 

40.5.  60 

811.  20 

1 8.  1 1 2 

3.  16 

* 4.  03 

3 to  V/i  years 

-.(12/1/63) 

20.  66 

41.  32 

82.  64 

165.  28 

413.  20 

S26.  40 

1 8,  264 

3.  26 

* 4,  05 

to  4 Years 

---(6/1/64) 

21.  07 

42.  14 

84.  2S 

168.  50 

421.  40 

842.  80 

1 8,  42S 

3.  36 

» 4.  06 

4 to  Years 

..(12/1/64) 

21.  50 

43.  00 

S6.  00 

172.  00 

430.  00 

SCO.  00 

8,  600 

3.  45 

! 3 4.  06 

‘i'A  to  .3  years 

...(6/1/63) 

21.  9.5 

43.  90 

87.  SO 

175.  60 

430.  00 

878.  00 

8,  780 

1 3.  53 

M.  04 

.)  to  3M  years 

-02/1/65) 

22.  40 

44.  SO 

i 89. 60 

179.  20 

448.  00 

,896.  00 

1 8,  960 

3.  59 

* 4.  4.3 

31^  to  G Years 

...(6/1/66) 

22.  87 

4.5.  74 

' 91.  4$ 

182.  06 

4.57.  40 

OM.  80 

' 9,148 

' 3.  64 

* i.  50 

6 to  years... 

..(12/1/60) 

2.3.  35 

46.  70 

93.  40 

186.  SO 

467.  00 

934.  00 

9,  340 

3.  (iO 

*4.59 

Gj.<i  to  7 years... 

...(6/1/67) 

23.  87 

1 47.  74 

1 9.5.  48 

190.  96 

477.  40 

9.54.  SO 

! 9, 548 

! 3.  7.3 

‘4.  64 

7 to  IV:  years... 

-.02/1/67) 

24.  41 

1 4S.  82 

1 97. 64 

103.  28 

4SS.  20 

976.  40 

0,  764 

3.  SO 

*4,  72 

/A  years  to  7 years  and  0 | 

moriths 

-.(6/1/68)  1 

24.  97 

49.  94 

99.  SS 

109.  76 

499.  40 

90S.  SO 

9,  988 

; 3. 86 

*5.  00 

MATURITY  VALUE  (7  I 

years  and  9 months 

1 

1 

from  issue 

--(9/1/681 

25.  28 

50.56 

1 101.  12 

202. 24 

505.  60 

1,011.20 

10,112 

3.  89 

PcrirKl  after  maturity  date 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

tended 

maturity 

Pirst  Vi  year 

— (9/1/6S) 

S23.  28 

$50,  50 

$101.  12 

$202.  24 

S50.3.  60  ' 

$1,  Oil.  20 

$10.  112 

! 0.  00 

4,  25 

Yi  to  1 year 

1 to  iK years... 

....(3/1/69) 

25.  SO 

51.  00 

lOa  20 

206.  40 

510.  00  ; 

1,032.  00 

10.  320 

i 4.  11 

4.  26 

...(9/1/69) 

26,  34 

52.  08 

10-3.  36 

210.  72 

520.  80  1 

1.  0.33.  60 

lO,  536 

1 4.  15 

4.  26 

IK  to  2 years 

...(3/1/70) 

26.  80 

53.  7S 

107.  56 

21.5.  12 

5.37.  80  : 

1.  07.3.  60 

10,  756 

4.  16 

4,  26 

2 to  2'A  years 

...(9/1/70) 

27.  44 

54.  88 

109.  76 

210.  .52 

548.  so 

1,097.  60 

10,  970 

1 4.  14 

4.  28 

'2Yi  to  3 years.. 

...(3/1/71) 

28.  01 

50,  02 

112.  04 

224.  08 

560.  20  ' 

1,  120.  40 

1 1,  204 

! 4.  14 

4.  28 

3 to  3'A  years.. 

...(9/1/71) 

28.  60 

.57.  2tl 

114.  40 

228.  .80  1 

572.  00  1 

1,  H4.  00 

11,  440 

4.  16 

4.  29 

SJ-f;  to  4 years.. 

...(3/1/72) 

20.  10 

.58.  38 

116.  70 

233.  52 

583.  SO 

1.  167.  60 

11,  676 

1 4,  1.5 

4,  30 

4 to  iY  years.. 

...(9/1/72) 

29,  79 

59.  58 

119.  16 

238.  32 

59.3.  SO  1 

1,  191.  60 

11,  9)6 

4.  15 

4.  32 

‘iYi  to  5 years.. 

-.(3/1/73)  , 

30,  41 

60.  82 

121.  64 

243.  28 

cos.  20 

1,216.  40 

12,  164 

1 4.  15 

4.  33 

3 to  o'A  years.. 

...(9/)/73) 

31.  04 

62.  08 

124.  16 

248-  32 

620.  SO 

1,  241.  60 

12.  416 

4.  15 

4.  35 

!)Yi  to  6 years.. 

...(3/1/74) 

31.  69 

63.  38 

120.  76 

253.  52 

633.  SO 

1,  267.  00 

12,  676 

4.  15 

4,  37 

6 to  years.. 

...(9/1/74) 

32.  35 

64.  70 

129.  40 

2.58.  SO 

647.  00 

1.  294.  00 

12.  940 

1 4.  15 

4.  39 

&Y  to  7 years. . 

...(3/1/76) 

33.  02 

GO.  04 

132.  08 

264.  16 

660.  40 

1,  320.  SO 

13.  208 

1 4,  15 

4.  43 

7 to  V/i  years... 

...(9/1/75) 

33.  70 

67.  40 

134.  80 

269.  60 

674.  00 

J,  348.  00 

13,  4S0 

4.  15 

4.  4S 

lYi  to  8 years... 

-.(3/1/70) 

34.  40 

68.  80 

137.  60 

27.3.  20 

688.  00 

1,376.  00 

13.  760 

1 4.  1,5 

4,  54 

8 to  8H  years... 

...(0/1/76) 

3.5.  1 1 

70.  22 

140.  44 

280.  88 

702.  20 

1,  404.  40 

14.  044 

4.  15 

4.  65 

Sli!  to  9 years. 

...(3/1/77) 

3.3.  84 

71.  68 

14.3.  36 

286.  72  i 

710.  SO  I 

1,  433.  60 

14,  336 

1 4.  15 

4.  SI 

9 to  OY2  years 

-.-(9/1/77) 

36.  59 

73.  IS 

146.  36 

292.  72  1 

731.  SO  1 

1.  463.  60 

14.  636 

4,  15 

5,  13 

to  10  years.. 

.-.(3/1/78) 

37.  35 

74.  70 

149.  40 

298.  SO  1 

747.  00 

1,  494.  00 

14,  940 

4.  15 

6.  in 

EXTENDED  MATURITY 

VALUE  (10  years  from 
original  maturity 

(9/1/781  1 

38.49 

76.  98 

153.  96 

307.  92 

709.  80 

1,  539.  60 

15,  396 

M.  25 

' 3*month  period  In  the  case  of  the  "H-ycar  to  7-ycar  amJ  9-monlh  period. 

’ Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  issues  of  December },  1900.  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
3 Yield  from  beginning  of  each  period  to  mniurily  at  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1,  lOQ.V  revision. 

* Vield  from  beginiiiiic  of  each  period  to  imitiirily  at  imiiiirity  value  prior  to  the  June  I.  i9SS,  revision. 

i 17  years  and  9 mouths  from  Issue  date.  KMcndcd  mnUirity  value  improved  by  (he  revision  of  June  1, 19CS. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  is  4.00  percciU. 
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TABLE  54 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1961 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$r8,75 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75. 00 
100. 00 

|$1S0.  00 
200.00 

$375. 00 
500. 00 

$7^0. 00 
1,  000. 00 

$7, 500 
10.  000 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

(2)  On  pur- 

(3)  On  current 

chose  price 

redemption 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period  > 

from  issue 

value  from  be- 

Period  after  Issue  date  I 

(values  increase  on  first  d.ay  of  period  sliown) 

date  to  begin- 

ginning  of 

nfng  of  each 

each  half-year 

half-year 

period  * to 

period  ' 

maturity 

Pticenl 

Peicent 

First  H year 

■SIS.  75 

$37.  50 

$75.  00 

$150.  00 

$375.  00 

$750.  00 

S7,  500 

0.  00 

3 3.  75 

to  1 year 

..02/l/Cl) 

IS.  91 

37.  S2 

75.  64 

161.  28 

37.S.  20 

756.  40 

7,  564 

1.  71 

3 3.  89 

1 to  V/i  years 

--(G/1/G2) 

19.  19 

3S.  3S 

76.  70 

153.  .52 

383.  SO 

767.  60 

7,  676 

2.  33 

3 3.  96 

ly  to  2 years 

--(12/1/G2) 

19.  51 

39.  02 

78.  04 

156.  08 

390.  20 

7S0.  40 

7,  804 

2.  67 

» 4.  01 

1:  to  2%  years 

...(6/1/63) 

19.  90 

39.  80 

79.  60 

159.  20 

398.  00 

796.  00 

7,  960 

3,  00 

3 4.  01 

2y  to  :i  years 

..(12/1/63) 

20.  2S 

40.  56 

81.  12 

162.  24 

405.  60 

811.  20 

8,  112 

3.  16 

3 4.  03 

3 to  years 

— (6/1/64) 

20.  66  : 

41.  32 

82.  64 

16.5.  28 

413.  20 

826.  40 

8,264 

3.  26 

3 4.  05 

Hy>  to  4 years 

..(12/l/OJ) 

,21.  07 

42.  14 

84.  28 

16.8.  .56 

421.  40 

842.  SO 

8,  428 

3.  36 

3 4.  06 

4 to  iy,  vears 

--(6/ 1/6.5) 

21.  50 

43.  00 

86.  00 

172.  00 

430.  00 

S60.  00 

8,  600 

3.  4.5 

3 4.  06 

4'A  to  5 vears 

..(12/1/6.5) 

21.  95 

43.  90 

87.  SO 

175.  60 

439.  00 

878.  00 

8,  780 

3.  53 

* 4.  44 

•A  to  b'/i  years 

...(6/1/66) 

22.  41 

44.  S2 

89.  64 

179.  28 

448.  20 

896.  40 

8,  964 

3.  60 

^ 4.  49 

b'/i  to  6 years 

--(1'2/1/6G) 

22.  S9 

4.5.  7S 

01.  of. 

183.  12 

457,  SC 

915.  60 

9,  156 

3.  66 

< 4.  53 

G to  b'/i  years 

---(6/1/67) 

23.  3S 

46.  70 

93-  52 

187.  04 

467.  60 

935,  20 

9,  352 

3.  71 

« 4.  61 

to  7 years 

..(12/1/67) 

23.  91  : 

47.  S2 

95.  64 

191.  28 

47S.  20 

956.  40  1 

9,  564 

3.  78 

* 4.  64 

7 to  ly  years 

...(6/1/68) 

24.  46 

48.  92 

97.  84 

195.  68 

489.  20 

978.  40  1 

9,  784 

3.  83 

4.  77 

2 'A  years  to  7 years  aud 

9 months 

--(12/1/6S) 

25.  02 

50.  04 

100.  08 

200.  16 

500.  40 

1,  000.  SO  1 

10,  008 

3.  88 

5.  15 

MATURITY  VALUE 

(7  years  and  9 months 

from  issue 

dateV 

...(3/1/69) 

25.  34 

50.  68 

101.36 

202.  72 

506.  80 

1.013.  60 

10. 136 

3.  92 

* 3-nionlh  period  In  the  ensc  of  llio  to  7-yctir  and  9-month  period. 

i Month,  day,  end  year  on  whieU  issues  offline  1, 1901,  citiereiicli  period.  Forsiibseoucni  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
> Yield  from  beuinningiot  each  period  lomaiiiriiy  at  moturlty  viiluc  prior  to  the  Oecember  I.  >005.  revision. 

< Yield  from  beginning  of  eaeh  period  to  inaliirity  at  inauirily  value  prior  to  iho  June  1,  1908.  revision. 

* Maturity  value  improved  by  llio  revision  of  June  1,  1908. 


TABLE  55 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1.  1961,  THROUGH  MAY  1.  1962 


1 

Issue  price 

Denomination 

1 

1 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  .50 
50.  00 

$75.  00  ^ 
100. 00  1 

$1.50.00  ! 
200.00 

$375.  00 
500.00 

$750.  00 
1.  ODD.  00 

$7, 500 
10.  000 

Anproximnle  investment 
, yield 

(2)  On  pur- 

(3)  On  current 

redemption 

0)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 

value  from  bo- 

Period  after  issue  dote  I 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

date  to  begin- 

ginning  of 

. nine  of  each 

cncli  half-year 

half-year 

period  ‘ to 

period  * 

moturlty 

Percenf 

Percent 

First  y year,... 

..3(12/1/61) 

$18.  7.5 

$37.  50 

$7.5-  00 

$150.  00 

$37.5.  00 

$750.  00 

$7,  500 

0.  00 

»3.  75 

y-  to  1 year..... 

— (6/1/6-2) 

IS.  91 

.37.  82 

7.5.  64 

151.  2.8 

378.  20 

7.56.  40 

7,  564 

1.  71 

33.  89 

1 to  ly  years 

-(12/1/62) 

19.  19 

38.  38 

76.  76 

1.53. -52 

383.  SO  : 

7G7.  60 

7,  676 

2.  33 

5 3.  96 

to  2 years 

--(6/1/03) 

19.  51 

39.  02 

78.  04 

106.  08 

390.  20  j 

780.  40 

7,  804 

2.  67 

3 4.  01 

2 to  2y  years 

..(12/1/63) 

19.  90 

30.  SO 

79.  60 

150.  20 

398.  00  1 

796.  00 

7,  960 

3.  00 

94.01 

2'A  to  3 years 

..-(6/1/64) 

20.  28 

40.  .56 

SI.  12 

162.  24 

405.  60  1 

Sil.  20 

8,  112 

3.  16 

94.  03 

3 to  Sy  years 

-(12/1/64) 

20.  66 

41.  32 

82.  64 

165.  28 

413.  20 

S26.  40 

8,  264 

3.  26 

94.  05 

to  4 years 

--(0/1/6.5) 

21.  07 

42.  14 

84.  28 

168.  56 

421.  40 

842,  80 

8,  428 

3.  36 

94.  06 

4 to  4y  years 

--(12/1/6.5) 

21.  .50 

43.  00  1 

.80,  00 

172.  00 

430.  00 

860.  00 

8.  600 

3.  45 

< 4.  46 

^y  to  5 years 

...(6/1/66) 

21.  96 

43.  92 

87.  84 

175.  68 

439.  20 

878.  40 

8,  784 

3.  54 

« 4.  49 

5 to  by  years 

-(12/1/60) 

22.  42 

44.  84 

89.  68 

179.  36 

448.  40' 

896,  SO 

8,  968 

3.  61 

9 4.  55 

5K  to  6 years 

...(6/1/67) 

22.  91 

4.5.  .$2 

91.  64 

183.  28 

458.  20 

916.  40 

9,  164 

3.  68 

‘ 4.  5S 

6 to  b'A  yeais 

--(12/1/67) 

23.  42 

46.  84  : 

93.  68  1 

187.  36 

468.  40 

936.  SO 

9,  368 

3.  74 

♦ 4.  62 

by  to  7 years 

...(6/1/68) 

23.  95 

47.  90 

95.  SO 

191.  60 

479.  00 

9.58.  00 

9,  580 

3.  SO 

4.  79 

7 to  7'A  years 

..(12/1/68) 

24.  50 

49.  00  1 

98.00 

196.  00 

490.  00 

980.  00 

9,  800 

3.  86 

4.  92 

ly  years  to  7 years  and  9 

months 

---(6/1/69) 

25.  07 

50.  14 

100.  28  ! 

200.  56 

501.  40 

1,  002.  so 

10,  028 

3.  91 

5.  46 

MATURITY  V ALU  E (7  years 

and  9 months  from 

issue  date)3. 

—0/1/69) 

25.41 

50. 82 

101.64 

203.  28 

508.  20 

1»016.  40 

10. 164 

3.96 

1 3-month  period  in  the  ease  of  llic  7Mt-ycar  to  7-ycar  and  0-montli  period. 

2 Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  issues  of  December  1, 1901.  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

3 Yield  from  heginning  of  each  period  to  mnltiiity  ol  maturity  value  prior  to  the  December  1, 19C5.  revision. 

* Y’icid  from  beginning  of  each  period'  to  maturity  at  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  1908,  revision. 

< Maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 1908. 
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TABLE  56 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  I THROUGH  NOVEMBER  I,  1902 


Issue  price 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75.00 
100.  00 

$375. 00 
500. 00 

$750.  00 
1.  000.  00 

$7, 500 
10.  000 

Approximate  investment 
yield 

(2)  On  pur- 

(3)  On  current 

chase  price 

redemption 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period  ' 

from  issue 

value  from  be- 

Period  after  issue  date 

(values  Increase  on  first  day  o(  period  shown) 

date  U>  begin- 

giiming  of 

ning  of  each 

eacli  half-year 

lialf-year 

l>eriod  ‘ to 

period ' 

maturity 

Percent 

Percent 

First  y<  year 

..’(6/1/62) 

$18.  75 

$37.  50 

$150.  00 

$375.  00 

Ky  ifIMITII 

3.  75 

y to  1 year 

.02/1/62) 

IS.  91 

37.  82 

75.  64 

151.  28 

378.  20 

Wm.  nIViSI 

7,  564 

1.  71 

3.89 

i lo  \ '/i  rears 

--(6/1/63) 

19.  10 

38.  38 

76.  76 

153.  52 

383.  80 

7,  676 

2.  33 

3.  96 

I)-;  to  2 yctirs 

-02/1/63) 

19.  51 

39.  02 

390.  20 

mmsM 

2.  67 

2 to  2y>  years 

-.(6/1/64) 

19.  90 

39.  SO 

79.  60 

1.59.  20 

30S.  00 

^VlMWlSI 

7,  960 

^^KViTil 

‘Zy-  to  3 years 

-(12/1/64) 

•20.  28 

40.  56 

81.  12 

162.  24 

405.  60 

8,  112 

3.  16 

4.  03 

3 to  Sy  years 

..(6/1/65) 

20.  66 

41.  32 

82.  64 

165.  28 

413.  20 

SmKiSl 

8,  264 

3.  26 

4.  05 

'Sy>  to  d years 

.02/1/6.5) 

21.  07 

4-2.  14 

84.  28 

168.  56 

421.  40 

8,  428 

3.  36 

4.  47 

4 to  rears 

--((i/l/CC) 

21.  51 

43.  02 

86.  04 

172.  OS 

tilMlll 

3.  46 

4.  50 

4y  to  .5  years 

-02/1/66) 

21.  07 

43,  94 

87.  .88 

17.5.  76 

430.  40 

878.  80 

8,  788 

3.  55 

4.  54 

')  to  ‘t'/i  rears. 

--(6/1/67) 

22.  45 

44.  00 

89.  80 

179.  60 

8,  980 

3.  63 

4.  57 

to  (]  rears 

-02/1/67) 

22.  95 

4.5.  00 

91.  80 

183.  60 

gWiliB 

9,  180 

3.  71 

()  to  6K-  rears 

..(6/1/6S) 

23.  46 

46.  92 

93.  84 

187.  68 

469.  20 

9,  384 

3,  77 

4.  75 

to  7 years 

-02/1/6S) 

23.  99 

47.  98 

95.  06 

191.  02 

479.  80 

959.  60 

9,  596 

3.  83 

4.  85 

7 to  ly  rears 

--(6/1/6'J) 

24.  55 

49.  10 

Oa  20 

196.  40 

glilMi’.lB 

982.  00 

9,  820 

3.  89 

4.  97 

7K-  years'  to  7 yen 

•s  and 

9 months 

.02/1/69) 

25.  12 

50.  24 

100.  48 

200.  96 

■rfiMKIil 

■nnia 

3.  94 

5.  61 

MATURITY  VALUE 

(7  years  and  9 

months  from 

issue 

date)’. 

..(3/1/70) 

25.  47 

50.  94 

101.88 

203.76 

509.  40 

1,018.  80 

10,  188 

3.  99 

' 3-inonlh  perio<l  in  the  cnsc  of  the  *14-ycar  to  7-year  nn<l  9-monllt  period. 

• Moiui).  day,  nml  year  on  whicli  isstfes  of  June  1, 10C2,  cuter  each  period.  For  $u)>sc<iuenl  Issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
1 Yield  from  beciuning  ofcnch  period  to  maiiirily  at  mniurity  value  prior  to  the  December  l,  I90&.  revision. 

* YkkI  from  beginning  of  each  period  to  maturity  at  maturity  value  prior  totbe  June  I,  I9G3,  revision. 

’ .Maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  Juno  l,  I'JCS. 


TABLE  57 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1.  1962,  THROUGH  MAY  1.  1963 


Issue  price 

Denomination. 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37. 50 
50. 00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,  000 

Approximate  Investment 
yield 

(2)  On  pur* 

(3)  On  current 

(!)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period  ’ 

from  issue 

value  from 

Period  after  Issue  dale 

values  inereaso  on  Tirsi  day  of  period  shown) 

date  to  be* 

beginning  of 

gionineof  each 

each  half-year 

half-year 

period ' to 

period  > 

maturity 

Percent 

First  % year..... 

.’(12/1/62) 

$18.  75 

$37.  50 

$75.  00 

$150.  00 

$375.  00 

$750-  00 

$7,  500 

0.  00 

5 3.  75 

y to  1 year. 

--(6/1/03) 

18.  91 

37.  82 

75.  64 

151.  28 

378.  20 

756.  40 

7,564 

1.  71 

5 3.  89 

1 to  VA  ycfus 

.(12/1/63) 

19.  19 

38.  38 

76.76 

153.  52 

383.  SO 

767.  60 

7,  676 

2.  33 

3.  96 

V/i  to  2 year.?... 

..(0/1/04) 

19.  51 

39.  02 

7$.  04 

156.  08 

390.  20 

780.  40 

7,  804 

2.  67 

4.  01 

2 to  2'A  years.- 

-(12/1/64) 

19.  90 

39.  SO 

79.  60 

159.  20 

398.  00 

796.  00 

7,  960 

3.  00 

4.  01 

2H  to  3 years 

..(6/1/65) 

20,  28 

40.  56 

81.  12 

162.  24 

405.  60 

811-  20 

8.  112 

3.  16 

4.  03 

3 to  'i'A  years 

-(12/1/65) 

20.  66 

41.  32 

82.  64 

165.  28 

413.  20 

826.  40 

8,  264 

3.  26 

4.  46 

'iVi  to  4 years 

.-(6/1/6G) 

21.  08 

42.  16 

84.  32 

168.  04 

421.  60 

843.  20 

8.  432 

3.  37 

4.  50 

4 to  4A  years 

-(12/1/66) 

21.  .52 

43.  04 

86.  08 

172.  16 

430.  40 

860.  SO 

8.  60S 

3.  47 

4.  54 

4'A  to  5 years 

.-(6/1/07) 

21.  99 

43.  98 

. 87.  96 

175.  92 

439.  80 

879.  60 

8,  796 

3.  57 

4.  57 

5 to  5'A  years 

.(12/1/67) 

22.  48 

44.  96 

89.  92 

179.  84 

449.  60 

899.  20 

8,  992 

3.  66 

4.  59 

5'A  to  6 years 

..(6/1/68) 

22.  98 

45.  96 

91.  92 

183.  84 

459.  60 

919.  20 

9,  192 

3.  73 

4.  73 

6 to  6)$  years 

--(12/1/68) 

23.  50 

47.  00 

94.  00 

188.  00 

470.  00 

940.  00 

9,  400 

3.  80 

4.  79 

6)^  to  7 yc.ars 

..(6/1/69) 

24.  04 

48.  OS 

96.  16 

192.  32 

480.  80 

961.  60 

9,616 

3.  86 

4.  87 

7 to  7'A  years 

.(12/1/69) 

24.  60 

49.  20 

98.  40 

196.  80 

492.  00 

984.  00 

9,  840 

3.  92 

5.  01 

7'A  years  to  7 years  and  9 

months 

-.(6/1/70) 

25.  17 

50.  34 

100.  6S 

201.  36 

503.  40 

1,006.  80 

10,  068 

3.  96 

5.  76 

MATURITY  VALUE  (7 

years  and  9 

months 

from  issue 

date)’ - 

..(9/1/70) 

25.53 

51.06 

102. 12 

204.24 

510.  60 

1,021.20 

10,212 

4. 02 

» 3-montli  period  in  the  case  of  Uie  7j/^-ycar  to  7-ycar  and  9-monlh.period. 

r Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  Issues  of  December  1,  l'J02,  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
> Yield  from  beginning  of  each  period  to  maturity  at  maturity  value  prntr  to  the  December  I.  IMS.  revision. 

* Yield  from  beginning  of  each  period  to  maturity  at  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1,  I'JCS,  revision. 

‘ Maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1,  I'JCS. 
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TABLE  58 

BONDS  BEAPJNG  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1963 


Issue  price 

Denominaiion 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$75. 00 
100.00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

$.375.  00 
500. 00 

$750.  00 
1,  000.  00 

$7,  500 
10, 000 

Appro.vimatc  investment 
yield 

(2)  On  pur- 

(3)  On  current 

chase  price 

redemption 

(I)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 

from  issue 

value  from 

Period  after  issue  date 

values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  sltown) 

dale  lo  besin- 

bceimiinc  of 

ning  of  cacli 

each  half-year 

half-year 

period  ' to 

period ' 

maturity 

Percent 

Percent 

First  vcpr 

.J(G/1/G.3) 

$18.  7.5 

$37.  50 

$75.  00 

$150.  00 

$37.5.  00 

$7.50.  00 

$/,  5UU 

0.  00 

3.  75 

y>  to  1 vodf 

--(12/1/G3) 

IS.  91 

37.  82 

75.  04 

151.  28 

378.  20 

7.56.  40 

7,  5G4 

1.  71 

3.  S9 

1 lo  lj.t^  VCJU  S 

-..(G/l/t)4) 

19.  19 

38.  3.S 

76.  76 

153.  52 

3.83.  SO 

707.  GO 

7,  676 

2.  33 

3.  96 

I'A  to  2 years 

.-(12/1/G4) 

19.  .51 

39.  02 

78.  01 

156.  OS 

390.  20 

780.  40 

7,  S04 

2.  G7 

4.  01 

2 to  2'A  voars 

.--(G/I/G.M 

1 9.  99 

39.  SO 

79.  60 

1.59.  20 

398.  00 

. 796.  00 

7,  960 

3.  00 

3 4.  01, 

2A  to  -i  years 

--(I2/I/G.5) 

20.  2S 

40.  56 

SI.  12 

16-2.  24 

40.5.  CO 

811.  20 

S,  112 

3.  IG 

< 4.  43 

3 to  V/t  vein  s 

---(G/1/G6) 

20.  67 

41.  34 

82.  68 

16.5.  36 

413.  40 

.S26.  SO 

S,  26S 

3.  2S 

4.  49 

3j.$  to  4 years 

.(I2/I/G6) 

21.  09 

42.  I.S 

84.  30 

168.  72 

421.  SO 

S43,  60 

fi,  43G 

3.  39 

4.  54 

4 to  AA  vears 

.--(G/1/G7) 

21.  .5  4 

43.  O.S 

SO.  10 

172.  32 

430.  SO 

SGI.  60 

S,  GIG 

3.  50 

4.  57 

AAi  to  5 vein's 

.-(12/1/G7) 

22  02 

44.  04 

88.  0$ 

176.  16 

440.  40 

sso.  so 

8,  SOS 

3.  GO 

4.  59 

.T  to  oji  years 

...(G/l/GS) 

22.  .51 

4.5.  02 

90.  04 

ISO.  OS 

4.50.  20 

900.  40 

9,  004 

3.  69 

4.  72 

.■jH  to  6 years 

.-(12/I/G.S) 

23.  02 

40.  04 

92.  08 

184.  16 

400.  40 

920.  SO 

9,  20S 

3.  77 

4.  76 

G to  years 

---(G/l/Gl)) 

23.  .54 

47.  t)S 

94.  10 

188.  32 

470.  SO 

941.  GO 

9.  416 

3.  83 

4.  S3 

6^  to  7 years 

--(12/1/G9) 

24.  OS 

48.  If. 

96.  32 

192.  64 

481.  GO 

9G3.  20 

9,  G32 

3.  89 

4.  93 

7 to  7U  years 

-..(0/1/70) 

24,  G4 

49.  28 

9$.  .56 

107.  12 

492.  SO 

9S5.  GO 

9,  S5G 

3.  94 

5.  11 

lA  years  to  7 years  and  9 

months 

..(12/1/70) 

0.r» 

50.  44 

100.  SS 

201.  70 

504.  40 

1,  OOS.  SO 

10,  OSS 

3.  99 

5.  91 

MATURITY  VALUE 

(7  years  and  9 months 

from  issue 

date)^. 

..(3/1/71) 

25.  59 

51.  18 

102.  36 

204.  72 

511.80 

L023.  CO 

10,  236 

4.05 

■ S-motuh  period  In  the  case  of  the  to  7>ycor  ond  f>-nionili  perio<l. 

r MoiUli,  <hiy.  nixl  year  on  wliicli  Issue^^of  Jinn!  1.  hiij.  entor  «;och  |M>rio<l.  For  snb!H!(|iinnt  montlis  odd  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
9 Yield  from  bcgimiiii;'  of  eadi  |>criod  to  maturity  at  malnrily  value  prior  lo  the  IJccemiMr  I.  I'JGiS,  revision. 

* Yield  from  hcginiUng  of  each  iK-riod  to  maturit  y at  maturity  value  prior  lo  the  June  I.  ltHi$,  revision. 

• Maturity  value  Improved  by  thu  revision  of  June  l,  itHid. 


TABLE  59 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  19S3.  THROUGH  MAY  1.  19S4 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.75 

25.00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$56.  2$ 
75.00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$150. 00 
200.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750. 00 
1,000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,  000 

Approximate  invest* 
mciit  yield 

(2)  On 

(3)  On 

purchase 

ciirrctit  re* 

I’erlod  attcr  Issue  date 

(1)  Redemption  values  durinc  each  half-year  period 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  .shoivn) 

lo  begin* 

bevinulng 

nine  of 

of  each  h&If* 

each  half- 

year  period^ 

year  period’ 

to  maturity 

Percent 

First  A VC.dr *(I2/I/G3) 

$IS.  7.5 

$37.  50 

$50.  25 

$75.  00 

$150.  00 

$375.  00 

$750.  00 

$7.  500 

0.  00 

3 3.  75 

to  1 your (0/1/04) 

IS.  91 

37.  82 

56.  73 

75.  04 

151.  28 

378.  20 

75C.  40 

7,  504 

1.  71 

93.  89 

1 to  lA  vcai-s.--(l2/l/04) 

19.  19 

38.  3.8 

57.  57 

76.  76 

1.53.  52 

3S3.  SO 

767.  60 

7,  670 

2.  33 

9 3.  96 

\A  t<J  ■-  vi;ai'.s (0/1/05) 

19.  .51 

39.  02 

58. 

78.  04. 

150.  OS 

390.  20 

7S0.  40 

7,  S04 

2.  67 

9 4.  01 

2 to  2'A  vears (l2/l/(i5) 

H).  90 

39.  SO 

5lf.  70 

79.  60 

159.  20 

398.  00 

790.  00 

7,  960 

3.  00 

« 4.  41 

2A  to  3 years (0/1/60) 

20.  29 

40.  58 

60.  87 

81.  10 

162.  32 

405.  80 

Sll.  60 

8,  lie 

3.  18 

♦ 4.  45 

to  3;(.  yoar.s....  (12/1/00) 

20.  OS 

41.  36 

62.  04 

82.  72 

165.  44 

413.  GO 

S27.  20 

8,  272 

3.  29 

« 4.  52 

:i'/.  to  4 years (0/1/07) 

21.  10 

42.  20 

63.  30 

SI.  10 

168.  80 

A2Z  00 

844.  00 

8,  440 

3.  40 

« 4.  57 

4 to  ‘\A  years (12/1/07) 

21.  56 

43.  12 

64.  68 

86.  24 

172.  48 

431.  20 

802.  40 

8,  024 

3.  52 

^ 4.  60 

4A  to  5 vears (0/1/68) 

22.  05 

44.  10 

66.  15 

88.  20 

170.  40 

•441.  00 

SS2.  00 

S,  S20 

3.  64 

4.  72 

.5  to  '}'A  vears (12/1/08) 

22,  .54 

4.5.  OS 

07.  62 

90.  10 

ISO.  32 

450.  80 

901.  00 

9,  016 

3.  72 

4.  77 

5/i  to  0 years (0/1/09) 

23.  05 

46.  10 

09.  15 

92.  20 

184.  40 

461.  00 

922.  00 

9,  220 

3.  79 

4.  82 

0 to  HA  vears (12/1/09) 

23.  58 

47.  10 

70.  74 

94.  32 

ISS.  04 

471.  GO 

943.  20 

9,  432 

3.  80 

4.  89 

to  7 vears (G/1/70) 

24.  13 

•IS.  20 

72.  30 

96.  52 

193.  04 

482.  60 

965.  20 

9,  652 

3.  92 

4.  98 

7 to  7%  vear.5 (12/1/70) 

24.  09 

49.  3S 

74.  07 

9&  76 

197.  02 

493.  SO 

987.  60 

9.  876 

3.  97 

5.  20 

7A  vears  to  7 yc.ars 

.anti  9 months-. (6/1/71) 

25.  27 

50.  54 

75.  SI 

101.  08 

202.  1C 

505.  40 

1,  010.  SO 

10,  108 

4.  02 

6.  22 

MATURITY  VALUE 

(7  years  and  9 

months  from  issue 

date)^ (9/1/71) 

25.66 

51.32 

76.  98 

102.  64 

205.  28 

513.  20 

1,  026.  40 

10,  264 

4. 09 

■ ;i*nicmtli  period  in  llic  ease  of  the  Tt^ynar  lo  7>ycur  and  9>nionth  period. 

• .Mo)ii  li,  day,  and  year  on  udiieli  Issues  of  DccriiiIxt  1, 19ti3.  enter  uiicli  period.  'For  subsequent  is.si>c  inoiitlis  acid  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
9 Vivid  from  Ijvt’iiiiiing  of  cacli  pcriCHl  to  maliirliy  at  mauirily  valiii!  prior  to  the  December  I,  1'JG.S,  revision. 

* Yield  from  begiimiiig  of  each  period  to  iiiaiiirity  at  muluriiy  value  priur  to  the  June  I,  1%::'.  revision. 

» Wului  lly  value  itiiprovcd  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 19C8. 
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TABLE  60 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FllOM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  I.  1964 


$37.  50 
50.  00 

$56.  25 
75.  00 

$75.  00 
100.  00 

$150. 00 
200.00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,000.  00 

$7,  500 
10.  000 

ApproxirmUc  iiivcsl- 
moiU  yield 

Denomination 

25.  00 

(2)  On 

(3)  On 

purchase 

current  re- 

price  from 

demption 

Period  after  issue  dale 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  each  hair*ycar  period  ‘ 

issue  dale 

value  from 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  sliowii) 

to  begin- 

beginning 

ning  of 

of  each  half- 

each  half- 

year  period' 

year  period' 

to  maturity 

Pfreeni 

First  'A  year -(6/1/64) 

SIS.  75 

$37.  50 

S56.  25 

$75.  00 

SI  50.  00 

$37.5.  00 

$750.  00 

$7,  500 

0.  00 

3 3.  75 

to  1 year (12/J/64) 

IS.  91 

37.‘S2 

56.  73 

75.  64 

151.  28 

37a  20 

750.  40 

7,  564 

J.  71 

3 3.  89 

1 to  1)^  years (6/l/6i>) 

19.  19 

3S.  3S 

07.  57 

76.  76 

153.  52 

383.  80 

767.  60 

7,  076 

2.  33 

»3.  96 

\A  to  2 years (12/1/65) 

19.  51 

39.  02 

5S.  53 

7S.  04 

156.  08 

300.  20 

780.  40 

7,  804 

2.  67 

' 4.  41 

2 to  2'4  yc.ws (G/l/GC) 

10.  01 

39.  82 

50.  7.3 

79.  64 

1.59.  28 

398.  20 

796.  40 

7,  964 

3,  02 

* 4.  43 

‘I'/i  to  3 vctus (12/1/66) 

20.  30 

40.  60 

60.  90 

SI.  20 

102.  40 

400.  00 

812.  00 

8,  120 

3.  20 

< 4.  48 

3 to  'i'A  years (6/1/07) 

20.  69 

41.  3S 

62.  07 

S2.  76 

16.5.  52 

413.  so 

827.  60 

S,  276 

3.  31 

* 4.  5.5 

V/i  to  4 years (12/1/67) 

21,  12 

42.  24 

63.  36 

S4.  4.S 

168.  96 

422.  40 

844.  SO 

8,  448 

3.  43 

< 4.  60 

•1  to  4A  years (G/1/6S) 

21.  59 

43.  18 

64.  77 

S6.  36 

172.  72 

431.  80 

863.  60 

8,  036 

3.  56 

4.  72 

4'A  to  5 years (12/1/68) 

22.  OS 

44.  16 

66.  24 

88.  32 

170.  64 

441.  GO 

SS3.  20 

S.  832 

3.  67 

4.  75 

5 to  5)i»  years..  ..(6/1/69) 

22.  5S 

45.  16 

67.  74 

90.  32 

180.  64 

451.  GO 

903.  20 

0,  032 

3.  75 

4.  79 

:>A  to  6 years (12/J/G9) 

23,  00 

46.  IS 

69.  27 

92.  36 

184.  72 

461.  SO 

023.  60 

0,  236 

•3.  82 

4.  85 

6 to  QA  yctki's (6/1/70) 

23,  62 

47.  24 

70.  S6 

04.  48 

188.  96 

472.  40 

944.  SO 

9,  448 

3.  89 

4.  93 

6>^  to  7 years.... (12/1/70) 

24.  17 

48.  34 

72.  51 

96.  68 

193.  36 

483,  40 

966.  SO 

9.  668 

3.  04 

5.  03 

7 to  lA  years (6/1/71) 

24.  74 

49.  4S 

74.  22 

98.  96 

107.  92 

494.  80 

9S9.  60 

9,  896 

4.  00 

5.  25 

lA  years  to  7 years  and  9 

months (12/1/71) 

25.  32 

50.  64 

75.  96 

101.  28 

202.  56 

506.  40 

1.  012.  SO 

10,  128 

4.  05 

6.  37 

MATURITY  value 

(7  years  and  9 

months  from  issue 

date)' (3/1/72) 

25.72 

51.44 

77,  16 

102.  88 

20.5.  76 

514. 40 

1,  028.  80 

10,  288 

4.12 

1 3-moiuli  period  in  llio  enso  of  tho  71<5*i'c:ir  to  ?*y«!U  nnd  D*moiUh  iJorioO. 

: Monili,  dity.uiid  yenron  wlUeli  issuirsot  June  I,  enter  each  period.  Tor  Aubso<|uenl  issue  inontlisadd  liic  appropriate  number  of  months. 
3 Yield  from  beeiunlng  of  eacli  period  to  maturity  ut  maturity  value  prior  to  tUc  liecember  1. 100$,  revision. 

< Yield  from  boijimdni;  of  each  period  to  maturity  at  maturity  value  i>rior  to  the  June  I.  IOCS,  revision, 
t Maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1,  190S. 


TABLE  61 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I.  1964.  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1&65 


Issue  price....... 

$18.  75 

$37. 50 

$56.  25 

$75. 00 

$150.  00 

$375.  00 

$7.50.  00 

$7,  500 

Approximate  invest. 

Denomination. 

25.00 

50.  00 

75.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

500.  00 

1,000.  00 

10,  000 

moiU  yield 

(2)  On 

(3}  On 

purchase 

current  re* 

price  from 

demption 

(t)  Redemplian  values  during  each  balf-year  period  < 

issue  date 

value  from 

to  begin- 

beciniiins 

each  naif. 

year  period  1 

year  period' 

to  maturity 

Petetnl 

Percent 

First  A year *(12/1/64) 

$18,  75 

$37.  50 

$56.  2.5 

$75.  00 

$1.50.  00 

$37.5.  00 

$750.  00 

$7,  500 

0.  00 

5 3.  75 

A to  1 year (6/J/65) 

18.  91 

37.  82 

56.  73 

75.  04 

151.  28 

378.  20 

756,  40 

7,  564 

].  71 

* 3.  SO 

1,0.  19 

38.  38 

57.  .57 

76.  70 

1.53.  .52 

383.  80 

767.  60 

7,  676 

2.  33 

< 4.  36 

to  2 years (6/1/66) 

19.  52 

30.  04 

58.  56 

78.  08 

156.  16 

•300.  40 

7S0,  SO 

7,  808 

2.  70 

< 4.  43 

2 to  2A  years.... (.12/1/66) 

19.  92 

39,  84 

.59.  76 

79.  OS 

159.  36 

398.  40 

706,  SO 

7.  96.8 

3.  05 

* 4.  40 

2'/i  to  3 yours (6/1/07) 

20.  31 

40.  02 

GO.  03 

SI.  24 

162.  48 

406.  20 

812.  40 

S,  124 

3.  22 

’ 4.  51 

3 to  3M  years (12/1/07) 

20.  71 

41.  42 

62.  13 

82.  84 

16.5.  68 

414-  20 

828,  40 

S,  284 

3.  34 

< 4.  57 

3'A  to  4 years..... (0/1/6S) 

21.  15 

42.  30 

63.  45 

84.  60 

169.  20 

423.  00 

846.  00 

8,  460 

3.  47 

4.  71 

4 to  -VA  years (12/1/68) 

21.  61 

43.  22 

64.  S3 

86.  44 

172.  88 

432.  20 

864.  40 

S,  644 

3,  58 

4.  76 

4'A  to  5 years (0/1/69) 

22.  U 

44.  22 

66.  33 

88.  44 

170.  88 

442.  20 

SS4.  40 

S,  844 

3.  70 

4.  78 

5 to  b'A  years (12/1/69) 

22.  61 

45.  22 

67.  S3 

90.  44 

180.  88 

4.52.  20 

904.  40 

9.  044 

3.  78 

4.  83 

5A  to  6 years ((i/1/70) 

23.  13 

46.  26 

09.  39 

92.  52 

185.  04 

462. 

925.  20 

9,252 

3.  85 

4.  88 

6 to  OA  years (12/1/70) 

23.  07 

47.  34 

71.  01 

94.  68 

189.  36 

473./40 

946.  80 

9,  468 

3.  92 

4.  94 

6'A  to  7 years (6/1/71) 

24.  22 

48.  44 

72.  66 

96.  88 

193.  70 

484.  40 

068.  80 

9.  688 

3.  98 

5.  06 

7 to  7 A yeiirs....  (12/1/71) 

24.  79 

49.  58 

74.  37 

99.  16 

198-  32 

495.  80 

991.  60 

9.  910 

4.  03 

5.  29 

7*A  years  to  7 years  and 

9 months (6/1/72) 

25.37 

50.  74 

76.  11 

101.  48 

202.  96 

507.  40 

1,  014.  80 

10,  148 

4.  07 

6.  52 

MATURITY  VALUE 

(7  years  and  9 

months  from  issue 

dale)* (9/1/72) 

25.  78 

51.  56 

77.  34 

103.  12 

206.  24 

51.5.  60 

1,  031.  20 

10,  312 

4.  15 

> 3-monlii  period  in  l.lic  case  of  the  "I'i-ycar  to  7-ycar  and  0-moiUh  |)criud. 

: Month,  day,  and  year  on  wliicli  issues  of  December  J,  1^.  enter  csich  period.  Vor  subsequent  issue  months  mid  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
3 Yield  from  beginning  of  each  period  to  maUirily  at  maturity  value  prior  lu  the  Deccmbci'  I,  I9G3,  revision, 
r Yield  from  beginning  of  each  period  to  maturity  at  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1, 196S,  revision, 
t Maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  Juno  1,  lilGS. 
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TABLE  62 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1.  1965 


1 

Issue  price 

$18.7.5 

$37.  50 

$56.  25 

$75.00 

$150.  00 

$375.  00 

$750.  00 

$7,500 

Approximate  invest- 

Denomination 

25.  00 

50.00 

75.00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

500. 00 

1,000.  00 

10,000 

i 

ment  yield 

(2)  On 

(3)  On 

purchase 

current  re- 

price  from 

demption 

Period  after  Issue  date 

(1)  RedempUon  values  during  each  Imlf.ycnr  period 

issue  date 

value  from 

(values  increase  on  firal  day  of  period  shown) 

to  begin- 

breiniiini' 

each  naif- 

ycarperio<l* 

year  period* 

to  maturity 

$18.75  1 

Percent 

Percent 

First  yenr ^(6/l/6.5) 

$37.  50 

$56.  25 

$75.  00 

$1.50.  00 

$375.  00 

$750.  00 

$7,  500 

0,  00 

3 3.  75 

'A  lo  1 year (3'2/l/6r)) 

I S.  01  , 

37.  S2 

56.73 

75.  64 

151.  28  , 

37S.  20 

756.  40 

7,  564 

1.  71  , 

' 4,  29 

1 1.0  1^.  yctvvs (0/1/G6) 

10.  20 

38.  40 

57.  GO 

70.  SO 

153.  00 

384.  00 

70S.  00 

7,  680 

2.  39  ' 

♦ 4.  38 

V/i  to  2 yenrs (12/1 /GO) 

10.  53 

39.  00 

58.  59 

78.  12 

1,56.  24 

.390.  60 

781.  20 

7,  812 

2.  74  : 

* 4.  45 

2 to  "I'/i  Years (G/1/67) 

19.  03 

39.  SO 

59.  70 

79.  72 

150.  44 

398.  GO 

797.  20 

7,  972 

3.  08  ' 

* 4.  49 

to  -i  vetu-s (12/1/G7) 

20.  32 

40.  04 

60.  90 

81.  28 

162.  56 

406.  40 

812.  SO 

S,  12S 

3.  24 

' 4.  54 

•i  (o  3)^  yetirs (G/1/6S) 

20.  73 

41.  45 

02.  10 

82.  92 

165.  84 

414.  60 

829.  20 

8,  292 

3.  37 

4.  69 

3)^  lo  -I  years....  (12/1/GS) 

21.  17 

42.  34 

03.  51 

84.  08  ! 

IGi).  36 

423.  40  1 

S4G.  80 

S,  468 

3.  50  1 

4.  75 

4 to  4'/i  yctir.s (6/I/GO) 

21.  C.5 

43.  30 

04.  95 

86.  60 

173.  20 

433.  00  ! 

S60.  00 

S,  660 

3.  63  ! 

4.  77 

4'A  to  !)  years (12/1/00) 

22.  1 4 

44.  28 

60.  42 

SS.  .50 

177.  12 

442.  SO  ! 

SS5.  00 

8,  856 

3.  73 

4.  81 

6 to  55-^  yetirs (6/1/70) 

22.  05 

45.  30 

67.  95 

00.  GO 

JSl.  20 

453.  00 

906.  00 

9,  OGO 

3.  82 

4.  85 

5)5  to  (i  Years (12/1/70) 

23.  IS 

46.  36 

69.  51 

92.  72 

185.  44 

463.  60 

927.  20 

9,  272 

3.  SO 

4.  89 

6 to  0)5  years (0/l/71) 

23.  71 

47.  42 

71  13 

04.  84 

ISO.  68  i 

474,  20 

948.  40 

9,  484  1 

3.  95 

4.  OS 

6)5  to  7 years (12/1/71) 

24.  26 

48.  52 

72.  7.8 

97.  04 

104.  OS  ! 

485,  20 

970.  40 

9,  704  1 

4.  00 

5.  11 

7 to  7)5  years (G/1/72) 

2,4.  S4 

49.  68 

74.  52 

99.  30 

198.  72  i 

4<JG.  80 

993.  GO 

9,  936  i 

4.  06 

5.  33 

7)5  votins  to  7 years  and 

0 months (12/1/72) 

25.  42 

50.  84 

76.  26 

101.  6S 

203.  36 

508.  40 

1,016.  80 

10, 168  i 

4.  10 

6.  66 

MATURITY  VALUE 

(7  years  and  9 

months  from  issue 

date)' (3/1/73) 

25.84 

1 

51.68 

77.  52 

103. 36 

206.72 

516.  80 

1,033.60 

10,  336 

4.18 

' 3-monUi  period  in  the  cMC  of  llio  to  7-ycar  and  fVmoiUh  iviriod. 

5 MoiUh.  day.  and  yoaron  which  issues  oUunc  i.  |'j05,  oner  each  |)criod.  I'orsnhsctiuciu  Issue  months  .Tdd  the  appropriate  number  el  months. 
» ^’iidd  from  bcsiuiiing  ol  each  period  to  maUiriiy  ai  maturity  value  prior  to  tlic  l.>cccinl)cr  1.  J‘X>5.  revision. 

« Yield  from  beginning  of  each  irtrlod  to  maturity  at  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  I,  l‘JC8,  revision. 

» Miiliirily  value  Improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 1X8. 

TABLE  63 


BONDS  BBARINC  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1.  1965.  THROUGH  MAY  I,  1966 


Issue  price 

Denomination 

$18.75 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$56.  25 
75. 00 

$75.00 
100. 00 

$150.  00 
200. 00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,000. 00 

$7,  500 
10,  000 

Approximate  invost- 
meiu  yield 

(2)  On 

(3)  On 

purcliase 

current  re. 

Period  after  issue  date 

(1)  Redemption  t.nlues  durine  caeh  half-year  period 

issue  date 

value  from 

(values  increase  on  lirsi  day  of  period  shown) 

to  begin, 
nine  of 
each  half* 

beginning 
of  each  half. 

year  period 

to  maturitj’ 

1 

First  Year.. 

..'(12/1/03) 

$18.  7.5 

$37.  50 

$.56.  25 

$7.5.  00 

$150.00 

.$375.  00 

$7.50.  00 

$7,  500 

0.  00 

* 4.  16 

'/i  to  1 year 

...(6/1/06) 

18.  96 

37.  92 

56.  .S8 

7.5-  84 

151.  68 

379.  20 

758.  40 

7.  584 

2.  24 

* 4.  30 

1 to  I'A  years. 

..(12/1/06) 

19.  32 

38.  64 

57.  96 

77.  28 

154.  .50 

3SG.  40 

772.  SO 

7,728 

3.  02 

» 4.  34 

]'/i  lo  2 years. 

--(0/1/07) 

19.  70 

39.  40 

,59.  10 

7.8.  80 

1.57.  60 

394.  01) 

7SS.  00 

7,  880 

3.  32 

*4.  38 

2 to  '2'/i  Years. 

-(12/1/07) 

20.  10 

40.  20 

Ot).  30 

.SO.  40 

160.  .SO 

402.  OU 

-S04.  00 

S,  040 

3.  51 

M.  41 

2)i’  to  3 years. 

...(C/1/G.S) 

20.  .52 

41.  04 

61.  .56 

.82.  08 

164.  !0 

410.  40 

S20.  SO 

8.  208 

3.  64 

4.  .55 

3 to  3%  years. 

-(12/1/6S) 

20.  96 

41.  92 

62.  88 

S3.  84 

107.  68 

4 19.  20 

838.  40 

8.  384 

3.  75 

4.  58 

3'/i  to  4 years. 

-.(O/I/Oi)) 

21.  42 

42.  84 

64-  26 

So.  68 

171.  36 

428.  40  • 

856.  SO 

S,  508 

3.  84 

4.  00 

4 to  4)<i  years. 

..(12/1/69) 

21.  89 

43.  78 

6.5.  07 

.87.  50 

175.  12 

437.  80 

875.  60 

8,  756 

3.  91 

4.  64. 

4'/i  to  5 Years. 

— (0/1/711) 

22.  37 

44.  7-1 

67.  11 

89.  48 

178.  06 

447.  40 

894.  80 

S,  948 

3.  96 

4.  69 

5 to  5)<  Years. 

--(12/1/71)) 

22.  86 

4.5.  72 

68.  58 

91.  44 

182.  88 

457.  20 

914.  40 

9,  144 

4.  00 

4.  77 

b'/i  to  0 years. 

— (0/1/71) 

23.  36 

•10.  72 

70.  08 

93.  11 

ISO.  SS 

467.  20 

934.  40 

9,  344 

4.  04 

4.  90 

6 to  6)i  years. 

-02/1/71) 

23.  88 

47.  76 

71.  6-1 

95.  52 

191.  04 

477.  00 

955.  20 

9,  552 

4.  07 

5.  13 

G)<  to  7 years. 

--(6/1/72) 

24.  42 

48.  84 

73.  26 

97.  68 

195.  36 

4SS.  40 

970.  SO 

9,  708 

4.  11 

5.  73 

MATURITY  VALUE  (7 

years  from  issue 

date)^ 

..(12/1/72) 

25.  12 

.50.  24 

75.  3C 

100.  48 

200.  96 

502.  40 

1,004.80 

10,048 

4.22 

■ Month,  day,  and  year  on  wlilcli  issues  of  December  I,  ltlG8,  enter  each  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
3 Yield  from  beginning  of  caeh  period  to  nialtirily  at  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  1. 1X3,  revision. 

* Maturity  value  itiiprovcd  by  the  revision  of  June  1,  IdtiS. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 
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TABLE  64 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1966 


Issue  price 

Denomination. 

$18.75 
25.  00 

;$37. 50 
1 50.00 

•$56.  25 
j 75.00 

^$75.  00 
|100. 00 

^$150. 00 
1 200.00 

i$375.  00 
1 500.00 

1 $750.00 
|1,  000.  00 

$7,  500 
10,  000 

Approximate  invest-* 
nieiu  yield 

(2)  On 

1 (3)  On 

purchase 

current  re- 

I donipiion 

Perloo  after  Issue  date 

(I)  Redemption  values  diirine  cod)  linif-vear  period 

issue  dale 

: viilnc  from 

(values  increase  on  lirst  day  of  period  sliowii) 

to  begin- 

1 becinnim: 

;of  each  half- 

encli  half- 

' year  period 

year  period  ^to  inaiurily 

Ls.  75 

1 

LsG.  25 

1 

1 

Percent 

Percent 

Fir-st  '/i  vc.ir... 

..'(6/1/66) 

337.  50 

$75.  00 

$1.50.  00 

$375.  00 

$750.  00 

S7,  500 

1 0.  00 

M.  15 

LO  1 year.... 

..(12/1/66) 

18.  OG 

o7.  02 

56,  S,S 

75.  84 

151.  OS  ' 

379.  20 

758.  40 

7,  5S4 

2 ?4 

2 4.  30 

1 to  years.. 

-.-(6/1/67) 

10.  32 

38.  64 

57.  96  i 

77.  28 

154.  5G  1 

386.  40  . 

772.  SO 

7,  72S 

3.  02 

2 4.  34 

to  2 vears.. 

-(12/1/67) 

19.  70 

30.  40 

50.  10 

78.  SO 

157.  60  1 

394.  00  i 

788.  00 

7,  SSO 

3.  32 

2 4.  38 

2 to  2}i  years.. 

...(6/1/6S) 

20.  10 

40.  20 

GO.  30 

SO.  40 

160.  SO 

402.  00 

804.  00 

S,  040 

3.  51 

4.  52 

2'/:  to  3 years.. 

..(12/1/GS) 

20.  52 

41.  04 

61.  56 

82.  08 

164.  16 

410.  40 

820,  80 

8,  208 

3.  04 

4.  55 

■i  to  H'/i  years.. 

...(G/1/60) 

20.  06 

41.  02  1 

62.  88 

S3.  84 

167.  CS 

419.  20 

838.  40 

8,  3S4 

3.  75 

4.  .59 

to  4 vears.. 

-(12/1/6!)) 

21.  42 

42.  84  ! 

64.  26 

85.  68 

171.  30 

428.  40 

S5C.  SO 

8,  568 

3.  84 

4.  62 

4 to  4'/i  years.. 

-.(G/i/70) 

21.  80 

43.  78  : 

05.  G? 

87.  ,56 

175.  12 

437.  80 

875.  CO 

8,  756 

3.  91 

4.  65 

4)4  to  0 years.. 

-(12/1/70) 

22.  37 

44.  74 

G7.  n 

89.  48 

178.  96 

447.  40 

894.  SO 

8,  948 

3.  9G 

4.  71 

5 to  5)^  years.. 

--(6/1/71) 

22.  86 

45.  72 

ca  58 

91.  44 

182.  88 

4.57.  20 

914.  40 

0,  144 

4.  00  ! 

4.  70 

to  G years.. 

-(12/J/71) 

23.  36 

46.  72 

70.  OS 

93.  44 

ISO.  88 

467.  20 

934.  40 

9,  344 

4.  04 

4.  93 

G to  ij'/i  years.. 

— (6/1/72) 

23.  88  i 

47.  76 

71.  64  j 

1 >J.5,  5-2 

101.  04 

477.  00 

955.  20 

9,  552 

4.  07 

5.  17 

(}'A  to  7 vears.. 

- (1-2/1/72) 

24.  42 

48.  84 

73.  26  1 

1 97.  68 

195.  36 

488.  40 

976.  80 

9,  7GS 

4.  11 

5.  81 

MATURITY  VALUE  (7 

1 

ycar.s  from 

issue 

(late)® 

--(6/1/73) 

25.13 

50.26 

75.  39  j 

100.52  1 

“Ol.  04 

502.  60 

1,005.  20 

10,  052 

4.23 

■ Mcmtii,  dny.  niul  ycnron  which  issues  of  June  I,  lOQO,  enter  end)  period.  For  stilxsc<)iic>u  Issue  montlisndd  the  approprinte  number  of  months. 
• Yidd  from  Ixuliminu  of  each  period  to  matiiiily  nt  maturity  value  prior  to  the  Jr^e  I.  I'Juit.  revision, 
t Maturity  value  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1,  ItrOS. 


TABLE  65 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I,  1966,  THROUGH  MAY  I.  1967 


Issue  price 

$18.75 

S37.  .50 

$56.  25 

$75. 00 

$150. 00 

$375. 00 

S750.  00 

$7. 500 

Denomination 

25.00 

75.  00 

100.00 

200. 00 

500. 00 

1,000.  00 

10,  000 

mont  yield 

(2)  On 

(3)  On 

purchase 

current  re* 

dcmpi.ion 

rcriod  after  Issue  dote 

(1)  Redemption  values  during  cadi  half,  year  MrioO 

issue  date 

value  from 

(values  increase  on  Hrsi  day  of  period  sliown) 

to  begin* 

bvgiimlno 
of  each  half* 

each  half* 

year  period 

year  period 

to  maturity 

Percent 

Pereenl 

First  A year ‘(12/1/06) 

$18.  75 

$37.  30 

$56.  25 

S7.5.  00 

S150-  00 

$375.  00 

$7.50.  00 

S7.  500 

0.  on 

» 4.  15 

Ai  to  1 year (6/1/67) 

IS.  96 

37.  92 

56.  SS 

7.5.  84 

151.  68 

379,  20 

758.  40 

7,  5S4 

2,  24 

® 4.  30 

J to  VA  years (12/1/67) 

19.  32 

38.  64 

67.  96 

77.  28 

154.  50 

386.  40 

772.  SO 

7,  728 

3.  02 

® 4.  34 

1>^  to  2 years (G/1/68) 

19.  70 

39.  40 

50.  10 

78.  SO 

157.  GO 

394.  tH) 

7SS.  00 

7,  SSO 

.3,  32 

4.  48 

2 to  2A  .years (12/1/6S) 

20.  10 

40.  20 

60.  30 

so.  40 

160.  SO 

402.  00 

804.  00 

8,  040 

3.  51 

' 4.  53 

2'A  to  3 years (G/1/G9) 

20.  52 

41,  04 

61.  50 

S2.  OS 

104.  16 

410.  40 

820.  SO 

8,  208 

:.v  64 

4,  56 

3 to  3A  ycar.« (12/1/00) 

20.  06 

41.  92 

62.88 

S3.  84 

107.  08 

419.  20 

838.  40 

8,  384 

3.  75 

4.  60 

3'A  to  4 years (G/l/70) 

21.  42 

42.  84 

64.  20 

85.  68 

171.  .30 

428-  40 

836.  SO 

S,  50, -j 

3.  84 

4,  6.3 

4 to  ‘VA  years (12/1/70) 

21.  80 

43.  78 

65.  67 

87.  56 

175.  12 

437.  SO 

875.  CO 

S,  756 

.3.  C" 

4.  67 

4Ai  to  5 years (6/1/71) 

22.  37 

44.  74 

07.  11 

89.  48 

178.  9G 

447.  40 

894.  SO 

8,  048 

3.  90 

4.  72 

5 to  bA  years (12/.'/71) 

22.  SC 

45.  72 

68.  58 

91.  44 

182.  SS 

457.  20 

914.  40 

9.  144 

4.  UU 

4,  .81 

b'A  to  G years (6/1/72) 

23.  3C 

4C.  72 

70.  08 

93.  44 

ISO.  SS 

467.  20 

934.  40 

9,344 

4.  04 

4.  96 

G to  bA  years (l2/l/72> 

2.3.  SS 

47.  76 

71.  64 

95.  52 

191.  04 

477.  60 

055.  20 

9,  552 

4.  07 

5.  21 

C>A  to  7 years (0/\l7Z) 

24.  42 

48.  84 

73.  26 

97.  68 

195.  36 

488.  40 

976.  SO 

9,  768 

4.  11 

MATURITY  VALUE  (7 

years  from  issue 

dale)® (12/1/73) 

25. 14 

50.  28 

75.42 

100.  56 

201. 12 

502.  80 

1,005.  60 

10.  056 

4.  23 

I Month,  day.  and  year  on  whicli  issues  of  necember  I,  19CC,  enter  cad)  period.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  ths  appropriate  number  of  months. 
• Yield  from  bcttiiming  of  each  period  to  inaUiri'  y at  matiirily  value  prior  to  the  June  I,  l%!f,  revision, 
e Maturity  values  improved  by  the  revision  of  June  1, 1008. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 
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TABLE  66 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1967 


Issue  price 

Denomination.. 

SIS.?.*; 
25.  00 

$37.  50 
50.  00 

$56.  25 
75.  00 

$75. 00 
100.  00 

$150.  00 
200.  00 

$375.  00 
500.  00 

$750.  00 
1,  000. 00 

$7,  500 
10, 000 

Approximalc  invest* 
mcni  yield 

(2)  On 

(3)  On 

purchase 

current  re- 

price  from 

demption 

Period  aflcr  issue  dnlo 

(1)  Redemption  values  durinc  each  Imlf-yc.Tr  period 

issue  date 

value  from 

(values  increase  on  first  day  of  period  sliowu) 

to  begin- 

bceinnine 

nine  of 

of  each  half- 

each  half- 

year  period 

yearperiod 

to  maturity 

P^fcenf 

Percent 

First  y2  ycor 

.'(6/1/G7) 

$18.  7.5 

$37.  50 

$56.  25 

$75.  00 

$150.  00 

$375.  00 

$7.50.  00 

$7,  500 

0,  00 

2 4.  15 

y to  1 yetir 

-(12/1/07) 

IS.  90 

'37.  92 

56.  88 

7.5.  84 

151.  68 

379.  20 

7.58.  40 

7,  .584 

2.  24 

2 4.  30 

1 to  ly  ye;irs... 

..(0/J/GS) 

19.  32 

38.  64 

57.  90 

77.  28 

154.  5G 

386.  40 

772.  SO 

7,  728 

.3.  02 

4.  44 

ly  to  2 vctirs 

-(12/1/GS) 

19.  70 

39.  40 

59.  10 

78.  SO 

1.57.  60 

394.  00 

7SS.  00 

7,  880 

3.  32 

4.  49 

2 to  2y>  years... 

..(G/I/GIJ) 

20.  10 

40.  20 

GO.  30 

SO.  40 

IGO.  SO 

402.  00 

804.  00 

S,  040 

3.  51 

4.  53 

2y  to  3 years... 

-(12/1 /Oil) 

20.  52 

41.  04 

61.  50 

82.  08 

164.  16 

410.  40 

820.  SO 

8,  208 

3.  64 

4.  57 

3 to  3y  yearsA., 

--(0/1/70) 

20.  96 

41.  02 

62.  88 

S3.  84 

167.  GS 

419.  20 

838.  40 

8,  384 

3.  75 

4.  01 

3}^  to  4 yc.ars... 

-(12/1/70) 

21.  42 

42.  84 

04.  20 

8.5.  GS 

171.  36 

428.  40 

850.  80 

S,  568 

3.  84 

4.  04 

4 to  4y  vears... 

-(G/1/71) 

21.  89 

43.  78 

65.  67 

87.  50 

175.  12 

437.  80 

875.  60 

S,  750 

3.  91 

4.  08 

4}i  to  5 years. -- 

-(12/1/7J) 

22.  37 

44.  74 

07.  11 

89.  48 

178.  9G 

447.  40 

894.  SO 

S.  948 

3.  96 

4.  74 

5 to  oy  3’C!irs 

--(0/1/72) 

22.  80 

45.  72 

OS.  58 

91.  44 

182.  88 

457.  20 

014.  40 

9,  144 

4.  00 

4.  83 

by  to  6 years... 

-(12/1/72) 

23.  36 

46.  72 

70.  0.8 

93.  44 

180.  88 

407.  20 

934.  40 

9,  344 

4.  04 

4.  OS 

C to  (j'/i  years... 

-.(0/1/73) 

23.  88 

47.  76 

71.  04 

05.  52 

191.  04 

477.  GO 

955.  20 

9,  552 

4.  07 

5.  25 

CM  to  7 vears... 

.(12/1/73) 

24.  42 

48.  84 

73.  20 

97.  68 

195.  30 

48S.  40 

97G.  SO 

9,708 

4.  11 

5.  98 

MATURITY  VALUE  (7 

years  from  issue 

datc)3 

-(6/1/74) 

25.  15 

50.  30 

- 

75-  45 

100. 60 

201.  20 

503.  00 

1,006. 00 

10, 060 

4.  24 

I MonUi,  (by,  atui  ycrtr  on  whicli  issues  of  June  I.  I9G7.  cnlcr  cocli  |Krio<i.  For  subscfiucut  issue  months  add  tho  approprblo  number  of  months. 
7 Yield  from  bccinniii),'  of  nneh  porio<i  to  mntiirily  ul  molurily  vuiuc  prior  to  the  June  i,  lOi^,  revision. 

SMniur  ly  value  improved  by  ilic  revision  of  June  l,  IW8. 


TABLE  67 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  1967,  THROU«H  MAY  1.  1968 


Issue  price 

$18.75 

,$37.  50 

$56.  25 

|$75.  00 

$150. 00 

$375. 00 

$750. 00 

$7,  500 

Approximate  Invest- 

Denomination 

25.  00 

50.00 

75.00  I 

100.00  j 

200.  00 

500.  00 

1,000. 00 

10, 000 

mciU  yield 

(2)  On 

(3)  On 

purchase 

current  re- 

(Icmption 

Period  after  issue  date 

(I)  Redemption  values  during  each  half-year  period 

issue  dale  i 

value  from 

(values  iiicre-asc  on  first  day  of  period  shown) 

to  begin- 

beginning 
of  each  ItaTf- 

cach  half- 

yeor  period 

year  period 

to  mdtui'lty 

Percent  i 

Petctnl 

First  li  year '(12/1/67) 

$18.  75 

$37.  50 

$36.  25 

S7.5.  00 

$150.  00 

$375.  00 

S750.  00 

$7,  500 

0.  00 

* 4.  15 

y to  1 year (0/l/GS) 

IS.  90  ' 

37.  02 

56.  SS 

7.5.  $4 

151  OS 

379.  20 

75S.  40 

7,  .5S4 

2.  24 

4,  40 

1 to  VA  yc.ars—.  (12/I/OS)  I 

JO.  32  1 

38.  04  1 

57.  96 

77.  2S 

1.54.  50 

3S6.  40  1 

772.  SO 

7,  72S 

3,  02  1 

4.  45 

IM  to  2 ycaus (O/J/09)  ! 

1 9.  70  1 

39.  40  ' 

59.  10 

7S.  SO 

137.  00 

394,  00 

7SS.  00 

7,  SSO 

3,  32 

4.  50 

2 to  2ii  yc:ir$....  (12/1/09) 

,20.  10 

40.  20 

00.  30 

SO.  40 

100.  SO 

402.  00 

S04.  00 

S.  040 

3.  51 

4.  54 

2'A  to  3 years (0/1/70)  1 

20.  52 

41.  04  1 

01.  .56 

S2.  OS  ' 

104.  16 

410.  40  ! 

S20.  SO  ' 

S,  208 

3,  64 

4.  58 

3 to  3M  yciH-s (12/1/70) 

20.  96 

41.  92  1 

02.  SS 

S3.  S4 

167.  GS 

419.  20 

S3S.  40 

S,  384 

3.  75 

4,  62 

3M  to  4 years (0/1/71) 

21.  42 

42.  S4 

64.  20 

S.5.  OS 

171.  36 

4 28.  40 

856.  SO 

S,  56S 

3.  84 

4.  65 

4' to  4M  years (12/1/71) 

21.  S9 

43.  78 

6.5.  07 

S7.  50 

17.5.  12 

437.  SO  ' 

S75.  00  ' 

S,  750 

3,  91 

4.  70 

4M  to  5 years (0/1/72) 

22.  37 

44.  74 

67.  11 

SO.  48 

17S.  90 

447.  40  : 

S94.  SO 

8.  948 

3.  96 

4.  70 

5 to  5M  years (12/1/72) 

22.  SO 

45.  72 

68.  58 

91.  44 

1S2.  SS 

457.  20 

914.  40 

9,  144 

4.  00 

4.  85 

b'A  to  0 years (0/1/73) 

23.  36 

40.  72 

70.  08 

93.  44 

ISO.  SS  ! 

467,  20 

934.  40 

9,  344 

4.  04  1 

5.  01 

0Lo0^^yc.ars (12/1/73) 

23.  88 

47.  70 

71.  64 

95.  52 

191.  04 

477.  60 

955.  20 

9,  552 

4.  07  1 

5.  29 

ay  to  7 years (0/1/74)  , 

24.  42 

48.  84 

73.  26 

97.  08 

195.  36 

4SS.  40 

970.  SO 

9,  768 

4.  11  , 

0.  00 

MATURITY  VALUE 

(7  years  from  issue 

date)* (12/1/74) 

25.  16  1 

50.  32  1 

75.48 

100.  64 

1 

201.28 

503.  20  , 

1,006.40  , 

10, 064 

4.  25  , 

> Month,  dny,  and  year  on  which  Issues  of  December  1.  1067.  enter  each  perkMi.  For  subsc(|ucnt  Issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
2 Yield  from  bceimiing  of  each  period  to  maturity  at  maturity  value  prior  to  the  June  I,  lUOS,  rovision. 
i Maturity  value  Unproved  by  lUo  rovision  of  June  I,  ItMiS. 
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Exhibit  6. — Amendment,  September  5,  1967,  of  Department  Circular  No.  750, 
regulations  governing  payments  by  banks  and  other  financial  institutions  in 
connection  with  the  redemption  of  United  States  savings  bonds 

(Tbeasuby  DE3?AETMENT, 
Washington,  September  5, 1967. 

Section  321.2  of  Department  Circular  No.  750,  Kevised,  as  amended,  is  further 
amended  by  revision  as  foilovvs : 

Section  321.2.  Procedure  for  qualifying  as  a paying  agent. 

(a)  Application  for  quaUfioation. — An  eligible  institution  possessing  adequate 
authority  under  its  charter  and  desiring  to  qualify  to  make  payments  in  con- 
nection with  the  redemption  of  United  States  Savings  Bonds  and  the  redemption- 
exchange  of  such  bonds  under  the  provisions  n't  Department  Circular  No.  1036,  as 
amended  (31  CFR  Part  339),  shall  obtain  from  and  file  with  the  Federal  Re- 
serve bank  of  the  district  in  which  it  is  located  ^ an  application-agreement  form  “ 
designed  for  that  purpose.  Through  use  of  the  form,  the  institution  agrees  to 
be  bound  by  and  comply  with  these  regulations,  including  ail  supplements  and 
amendments  hereof  and  instructions  issued  hereunder.  In  addition,  the  terms 
of  any  application-agreement  filed  hereafter  and  by  reason  of  this  paragraph, 
include  the  provisions  prescribed  in  section  202  of  Executive  Order  No.  11246, 
entitled  “Equal  Employment  Opportunity”  (3  DFR  167,  1965  Supplement).  An 
institution  qualified  prior  hereto,  whether  under  the  revision  or  the  original 
circular,  making  payments  in  connection  with  the  redemption  or  redemption- 
exchange  of  U.'S.  Savings  Bonds,  which  on  or  after  November  30,  1966,  entered 
into  a contract  of  deposit  with  the  Treasury  Department  in  accordance  with 
Treasury  Department  Circular  No.  92  (Revised)  or  No.  176  (Revised)  (31  CFR 
Parts  203  or  202),  need  take  no  action  with  respect  to  its  qualification  hereunder. 
Any  other  institution  qualified  prior  hereto  which  desires  to  make  payments 
in  connection  with  the  redemption  or  redemption-exchange  of  U.S.  Savings  Bonds 
on  or  after  Decemiber  1,  1967,  must  signify  its  intent  in  writing  to  be  bound 
by  and  comply  with  the  provisions  of  section  202  of  the  Order. 

(b)  Notice  of  qualification. — ^Until  such  time  as  a notice  of  qualification  is 
issued  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank,  an  institution  shall  not  make  any  effort 
to  or  perform  any  act  as  a paying  agent  of  savings  bonds,  or  advertise  in  any 
manner  that  it  is  authorized  to  perform  such  acts,  or  that  it  has  applied  for 
such  qualification.  Upon  approval  of  the  application-agreement,  the  Federal  Re- 
serve Bank  will  issue  a notice  of  qualification  to  the  institution,  whereupon 
it  will  ibe  authorized  to  redeem  U.S.  Savings  Bonds  as  provided  herein  and  it 
will  become  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Part  II  of  Executive  Order  No.  11246. 
The  Federal  Reserve  Bank  will  notify  the  institution  if  the  application-agreement 
is  not  approved. 

John  K.  Caelock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 


' Institutions  in  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  the  Canal  Zone  shall  be  considered 
to  be  in  the  Second  Federal  Reserve  District  and  shall  make  application  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  New  York.  Institutions  in  Guam  shall  be  considered  to  be  in  the  Twelfth 
Federal  Reserve  District  and  shall  make  application  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
San  Francisco. 

2 Exhibit  A of  Department  Circular  750,  Rev.  (31  CFR  Part  321) . 
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Exhibit  7. — Third  amendment,  June  19,  1968,  to  Department  Circular  No.  905, 
Fourth  Revision,  offering  of  United  States  savings  bonds.  Series  H 

Tbeasubt  Depabtment, 
Washington,  June  19, 1968. 

Treasury  Department  Circular  No.  905,  Fourth  Revision,  dated  April  7,  1966, 
as  revised  and  amended  (31  OFR  Part  332),  is  hereby  further  amended  and 
revised  as  follows : 

Sec.  332.1.  Offering  of  bonds. — ^The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  hereby  offers 
for  sale  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  United  States  Savings  Bonds  of 
Series  H,  hereinafter  generally  referred  to  as  “Series  H bonds”  or  “bonds.”  This 
offering,  which  shall  be  effective  June  1,  1968,  will  continue  until  terminated  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Sec.  332.2.  Description  of  bonds.  « * » 

(e)  Interest  (investment  yield).— The  interest  on  a Series  H bond  will  be 
paid  semiannually  by  check  drawn  to  the  order  of  the  registered  owner  or  co- 
owners, beginning  six  months  from  issue  date.  Interest  payments  will  be  on  a 
graduated  scale,  fixed  to  produce  an  investment  yield  of  approximately  4.25 
percent  per  annum  compounded  semiannually,  if  the  bond  is  held  to  maturity;  ^ 
but  the  yield  will  be  less  if  the  bond  is  redeemed  prior  to  maturity.  See  table  1. 
Interest  will  cease  at  maturity  or,  in  the  case  of  redemption  before  maturity, 
at  the  end  of  the  interest  period  next  preceding  the  date  of  redemption,  except 
that  if  the  date  of  redemption  falls  on  an  interest  payment  date,  interest  will 
cease  on  that  date. 

(f)  Stock  for  bonds  issued  on  and  after  June  1,  1968. — Series  H bond  stock 
in  use  prior  to  June  1,  1968,  will  be  used  for  issue  of  bonds  hereunder  until  such 
time  as  new  stock  is  printed  and  -supplied  to  issuing  agents.  THE  NEW  IN- 
TEREST RATE  SHALL  APPLY  TO  -SUCH  BONDS  AS  FULLY  AS  IP  EX- 
PRESSLY SET  FORTH  IN  THE  TEXT.  The  Treasury  Department  will  issue  in- 
terest checks  for  the  bonds  in  the  appropriate  amounts  as  set  forth  in  table  1. 
Accordingly,  it  is  not  necessary  for  owners  to  exchange  bonds  on  old  stock 
when  the  new  -stock  becomes  available  but  they  may  do  so  if  they  wish  by  pre- 
senting bonds  issued  on  and  after  June  1,  1968,  on  old  stock  to  any  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  or  Branch,  or  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  Securities, 
Division,  Washington,  D.O.  20220. 

Sec.  332.8.  Extended  term  amd  improved  yields  on  outstanding  bonds.  * • * 

(b)  Improved  yields.’^ — The  investment  yield  on  outstanding  bonds  with  is- 
sue dates  of  June  1,  1952,  through  May  1,  1968,  is  increased  by  1/10  of  1 percent 
per  annum  compounded  semiannually,  but  only  if  tbe  bonds  are  held  to  the 
next  maturity  date.  The  Increase  for  the  remaining  time  to  next  maturity  will 
be  computed  from  the  beginning  of  the  first  interest  period  starting  on  or  after 
June  1,  1968.  The  investment  yield  for  any  presently  authorized  subsequent 
extension  period  will  be  4.25  percent  per  annum  compounded  semiannually  if  the 
bonds  are  held  to  the  maturity  date  for  that  period.  Interim-  interest  payments 
remain  unchanged.  All  Increases  will  be  reflected  in  the  final  interest  che(;k 
for  -the  particular  maturity  -period  involved. 

John  K.  Oarlock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


'Under  authority  of  Section  25,  73  Stat.  621  (31  U.S.C.  757c-l),  the  President  of  the 
United  States  on  May  31,  1968,  conciuded  that  with  respect  to  Series  H bonds  It  was 
necessary  in  the  natlonai  Interest  to  exceed  the  maximum  interest  rate  and  investment 
yield  prescribed  by  Section  22  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  757c). 

'See  Sec.  332.8(b)  and  footnote  5 of  Department  Circular  No.  905,  Fourth  Revision,  as 
amended  (31  CPR  Part  332),  for  earlier  yields. 
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TABLES  OF  CHECKS  ISSUED  AND  INVESTMENT  YIELDS  FOR  UNITED  STATES  SAVINGS  BONDS  OF 

SERIES  H 

Each  tabic  shows;  (1)  The  amounts  of  interest  check  payments  during  the  current  maturity  period  and  during  any 
authorized  subsequent  maturity  period,  on  bonds  bearing  issue  dates  covered  by  the  table;  (2)  for  each  maturity  period 
shown,  the  approximate  investment  yield  on  the  face  value  from  the  beginning  of  such  maturity  period  to  each  subse- 
quent interest  payment  date;  and  (3)  the  approximate  investment  yield  on  the  face  value  from  each  interest  payment 
date  to  next  maturity.  Yields  are  expressed  in  terms  of  rate  percent  per  annum,  compounded  semiannually. 


TABLE  1 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  BEGINNING  JUNE  1.  1968 


[Maturity  value 

Face  value]  Redemption  value  

(issue  price..  

$500 

500 

500 

$1,000 

1.000 

1.000 

$5.  000 
5. 000 
5. 000 

$10, 000 
10, 000 
10.  000 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

(2)  From  issue 

(3)  From  each 

Period  of  time  bond  Is  held  after  issue  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  Interest  checks  for  each  denomination  1 

date  to  each 

interest  payment 

interest  payment 

date  to 

date 

maturity 

Percent 

Pereent 

year.. 

$5.  50 

$11.  00 

$55.  00 

$110.  00 

2.  20 

A 38 

1 year 

9.  70 

19.  40 

97.00 

19A  00 

3.  03 

4.  42 

I'A  years 

10.75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  45 

4.  42 

2 years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  65 

A 43 

2li  years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  78 

A 44 

3 years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  86 

A 45 

ZA  years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  92 

A 47 

4 years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  96 

A 48 

4A  years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  00 

A 50 

5 years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

A 03 

A 53 

5}<i  years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

A 05 

A 55 

6 years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

A 07 

A 59 

years 

10.75 

21.  50  , 

107.  50 

215.  00 

A 08 

A 63 

7 years 

10.75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

A 10 

A 69 

years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

A 11 

A 78 

8 years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

A 12 

A 91 

8}^  years 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

A 13 

5.  12 

9 years 

10.  75 

21.50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

A 13 

5.  54 

9^^  years 

10.75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

A 14 

6.  81 

17. 03 

$4. 06 

170. 30 

340.  60 

4.25 

> At  all  timos,  oxcopt  that  bond  Is  not  redeemable  during  Arst  6 months. 


TABLE  2 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  SEPTEMBER  1,  1952 


price 

race  '^®‘“«\Redcmption  and  maturity  value. 

^ $500 

SOO 

* $1,000  j 
, 1,000 

$5,000 

5,000 

$10,  000 
10,  000 

Approximate  invoslment  yield  oa 
' face  value 

Period  of  lime  bond  Is  held  ofter  maturity  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  begin* 

(3)  From  each 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

maturity  period 
to  each  interest 
payment  date 

date  to  extended 
maturity 

Xyear '(8/1/62) 

1 year (2/1/63) 

"i-A  years - (8/1/63) 

2 years (2/1/64) 

2A  years (8/1/64) 

3 years (2/1/65) 

ZA  ye^vrs ...(8/1/65) 

4 years (2/1/66) 

4)i  years (8/1/66) 

0 years (2/1/67) 

5/2  years (8/1/67) 

6 years (2/1/6S) 

6A  years (8/1/68) 

7 years (2/1/69) 

7J4  years (8/1/69) 

8 years -(2/1/70) 

SJ'i  years (8/1/70) 

9 years (2/1/71)  i 

9)^  years (8/1/71) 

10  years  (extended  maturity)^ (2/1/72) 

$9.  37 
9.  37 
0.  37 
9.  37 
9.  37 
9.  37 
9.  37 

9.  37  ; 
9.  55 
9.55 
9.  55 

10.  15 
10.  15 
10.  15 
10.  60 
10.  60  , 
10.  60 
11.40 
U.  40  1 
13.  28 

$18.  75 
18.  75 
18.  75 
18.75 
18.75 
18.  75 

18.  75 
18.75 

19.  10 
19.  10 

19.  10 
20.30 

20.  30 

20.  30 

21.  20 
21.  20 
21.  20 
22.  80 
22.  80 
26. 56 

$93.  75 
93.75 
93.75 
93.  75 
93.  75 
93.  75 
93.  75 
93.  75 
95.50 
95.  50 
95.  50 
101.  50 
101.  50 
101.  50 
106.  00 
106.  00  , 
106.  00  : 
llAOO 
114.  00 
132.  80 

$187.  50 
187.  50 
187.  50 
187.  50 
187.  50 
187.  50 
187.  50 
187.  50 
191.  00 
191.  00 
191.  00 
203.  00 
203.  00 
203.  00 
212.  00 
212.  00 
212.  00 
228.  00 
228.  00 
265.  60 

Percent 

3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  76 
3.  76 
3.  77 
3.  79 
3.  81 
3.  82 
3.  85 
3.  87 
3.  89 
3.  92 
3.  95 
< 4.00 

Percent 

1 » 3.  75 

» 3.  75 
1 » 3.  75 

! * 3.  75 

! * 3.  75 

*3.75 
1 *3.75 

3 A 15 
3 A 19 
3 A 23 
3 4.  28 
3 A 31 
A 44 
A 51 
A 57 
A 66 
A 80 
A 93 
5.  31 

> Month,  day.  and  year  on  which  inlnrost  chock  is  payable  on  issues  of  June  1, 10S2.  For  sub^uent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

> Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  extended  maturity  based  on  the  original  seUcdulc  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  December  1,  IOCS 


t Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  extended  maturily  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1968  rcylsion. 
* lU  years  and  8 months  after  issue  date.  Final  chock  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1.  1968. 

> Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  dale  to  extended  maturity  is  3.49  percent. 
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TABLE  3 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  OCTOBER  1,  1952  THROUGH  MARCH  1,  1953 


lace  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,000 

1.000 

$5,  000 
• 5,  000 

$10. 000 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
faec  value 

Period  of  time  bond  is  licld  after  inaturily  dale 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  begin- 
ning of  extended 

(3)  From  each 
interest  payment 
date  to  extended 
maturity 

EXTENDED  MATOHITY  PERIOD 

maiurily  period 
to  each  Interest 
payment  dale 

'A  yciir ...'(12/1/62) 

1 year (6/1/03) 

Mi  years --(I2/I/G3) 

2 years (6/1/64) 

2^1  vears _ (12/1/64) 

3 years (6/1/65) 

3;^  years (12/1/65) 

4 years ..(0/1/06) 

4)(  years (12/1/66) 

5 yctirs (6/1/67) 

.VA  years (12/1/67) 

6 years . (C/1/68) 

0/3  years (12/1/68) 

7 years (6/1/69) 

7/ years -(12/1/69) 

8 years (6/1/70) 

8/  years (12/1/70) 

0 years (6/1/71) 

y/  years (12/1/71) 

10  years  (extended  maturity)*..... (6/1/72) 

$9.  37 
9.  37 
9.  37 
9.37 
9.  37 
9.  37 
9.  37 

9.  5.5 
9.  55 
9.  55 

10.  05 
10.  05 
10.  05 

10.  GO 
10.  60 
10.  60 

10.  60 

11.  45 
11.  45 
13.  62 

$18.  75 
18.75 
I S.  75 
18.  75 
18.  75 
18.  75 

18.  75 

19.  10 
19.  10 

19.  10 

20.  10 
20.  10 
20.  10 
21.20 
21.20 
21.  20 
21.  20 
22.  90 
22.  90 
27.  24 

$93.  75 
93.  75 
93.  75 
93.  75 
93.  75 
93.  75 
93.  75 
95.  50 
95.  50 
9.5.  50 
100.  50 
100.  50 
100.  50 
100.  00 
lOG.  00 
106.  00 
106.  00 
114.  50 
114.  50 
136.  20 

$187.  50 
187.  50 
187.  50 
.187.  50 
187.  .50 
187.  50 
187.  .50 
191.  00 
191.  00 
191.  00 
201.  00 
201.  00 
201.  00 
212.  00 
212.  00 
212.  00 
212.  00 
229.  00 
229.  00 
272.  40 

Percent 

3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  70 
3.  70 
3.  77 
3.  79 
3.  81 
3.  82 
3.  85 
3.  87 
3.  89 
3.  91 
3.  94 
3.  97 
5 4.03 

Percent 

2 3.  75 
2 3.  75 
2 3.  75 
2 3.  75 
2 3.  75 
2 3.  75 

2 4.  15 

3 4.  IS 
3 4.  22 
3 4.  26 
3 4.  29 

4.  43 
4.  50 
4.  54 
4.  61 
4.  70 

4.  86 

5.  01 
5.  45 

» MoBth,  dny,  ancl  year  on  which  hUcrosl  chock  is  payable  on  issues  of  October  1, 1952.  Forsiibscciucnt  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
> Yield  on  face  value  from  encli  intoren  payment  date  to  extended  maturity  based  on  theorij^iiml  schedule  of  interest  cheeks  prior  to  the  Dccomber  1,  IOCS 
revision. 

’ Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interc.«v  payment  date  to  extended  maturity  based  on  the  .schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1068  revision. 

‘ 10  years  and  8 months  after  issue  date.  Final  check  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  I,  JOtiS. 

r Yield  from  issue  dale  to  extended  maturity  date  on  l>onds  dated:  October  I and  November  1, 1952  is  J.50  i>crccnt;  December  1, 1062  through  March  1, 1953 
is  3.62  percent. 


TABLE  4 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  APRIL  1 THROUGH  SEPTEMBER  1.  1953 


Face  value 


Issue  price 

.Redemption  and  maturity  value. 


I'eriod  of  time  bond  is  held  after  maturity  date 


H year '(0/1/63) 

1 year (12/1/63) 

V/i  years (6/1/64) 

2 years (12/1/64) 

2%  years (6/1/65) 

3 years (12/1/65) 

VA  years (6/1/66) 

4 years (12/1/66) 

years (6/1/67) 

5 years - (12/1/67) 

^A  years - .(6/1/68) 

6 years -.(J2/J/68) 

QAi  years (6/1/G9) 

7 years (12/1/69) 

7 At  veui-s (6/1/70) 

8 years (12/J/70) 

8A2  years... J (6/1/71) 

9 years ..(12/1/71) 

9/-  years (6/1/72) 

10  years  (extended  maturity)'* (12/1/72) 


$500 

500 

$1,000 

1,000 

$5, 000 
5,  000 

SIO,  000 
10,  000 

Approximato  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

0)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  Prom  begin- 
ning of  extended 

(3)  From  cacli 
interest  payment 

1 

to  each  interest 

maturity 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

p.*iyment  dale 

Percenf 

Percent 

$0.  37 

$18.  75 

$93.  75 

$187.  50 

3.  75 

* 3.  75 

0.  37 

18.  75 

93.  75 

187.  50 

3.  75 

*3.75 

9.  37 

18.  75 

U3.  75 

187.  50 

1 75 

* 3.  75 

9.  37 

IS.  75 

93.  75 

187.  50 

3.  75 

* 3.  75 

9.  37 

18.  75 

93.  75 

187.  50 

3.  75 

*3.  75 

9.  37 

IS.  75 

93.  75 

187.  50 

3.  75 

« 4.  15 

9.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.  00 

3.  76 

5 4.  18 

9.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.  00 

3.  77 

* 4.  21 

9.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.  00 

3.  77 

* 4.  26 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  79' 

*4.  28 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  81 

4.  42 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  82 

4.  48 

10.  50 

21.  00 

105.  00 

210.  00 

3.  85 

4.  52 

10.  50 

21.  00 

105.  00 

210.  00 

3.  87 

4.  58 

10.  50 

21.  00 

105.  00 

210.  00 

3.  89 

4.  66 

10.  50 

21.  00 

105.  00 

210.  00 

3.  91 

4.  78 

11.  35 

22.  70 

113.  50 

227.  00 

3.  94 

4.  86 

11.  35 

22.  70 

U3.  50 

227.  00 

3.  97 

5.  03 

11.  35 

22.  70 

113.  50 

227.  00 

3.  99 

5.  53 

13. 62 

27.  64 

136.  20 

276. 40 

«4.  05 

' Month,  diiy,  it  nil  year  on  wliicit  interest  check  is  psiyablo  on  issues  of  April  1. 1053.  For  subscfiucnt  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

• Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  extended  inaturily  based  on  Uie  original  sciicdiilc  uf  interest  checks  prior  to  ttio  Dcccmbor  1, 1965 
I'ovision. 

’ > Yield  on  faec  value  from  each  interest  |>stymcnt  date  to  extended  maiurily  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  ciiecks  prior  to  the  Juno  1, 19C8  revision. 

• 19  ycitrs  and  8 inontlis  after  issue  date-  Final  check  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  Jnno  1,  I0G8. 

> Yield  from  iasua  dale  to  extended  mnlurity  dale  on  bonds  dated:  April  1 and  May  1,  1953  is  3.53  percent;  June  1 through  September  1,  1953  is  3.54  percent. 
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TABLE  5 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  OCTOBER  1,  1933  THROUGH  MARCH  I,  1954 


Face  value* 

(Issue  price 

(Redemption  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

1 $1, 000 

1 1, 000 

1 

$5.  000 
5.000 

$10.  000  1 
10.  000  1 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

(I)  Amounts  ot  interest  checks  for  each  denomination  ! 

(2)  From  begin- 
ning of  extended 

(3)  From  eacli 
iiUercsipaymciU 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  maturity  date 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

maturity  period 
to  each  interest 
payment  date 

dale  to  cxlemled 
maturity 

M year 

'(12/1/63) 

S9.  37 

$1&  73 

$93.  75 

i $187.  50 

• PereeiU 

3.  75 

Percent 

2 3.  75 

1 year 

(6/1/64) 

9.  37 

18.  75 

93.  75 

1 187.  50 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

V/t  years. 

- (12/1/64) 

9.  37 

la  75 

93.  75 

187.  50 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

2 years 

(6/1/65) 

9.  37 

la  75 

93.  75 

187.  50 

3.  75 

2 3.  75 

2]ri  years.. 

— - - --(12/1/65) 

9.  37 

la  75 

93.  75 

i 187.  50 

1 3.  75 

; 2 4.  15 

3 years 

(6/1/66) 

9.  55 

19.  10 

9.5.  50 

1 191.00 

1 3.  76 

1 2 4.  18 

(12/1/66)  ; 

9.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.00 

3.  77 

' 24.21 

4 years 

- (6/1/67) 

9.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.00 

3.  78 

2 4.  25 

years.. 

- (12/1/67) 

9.  95 

19.  90 

99.  50 

199.  00 

3.  80 

2 4.  27 

5 years 

- (6/1/68) 

9.  95 

19.  90 

99.  50 

199.  00 

3.  81 

4.  41 

5H  years.. 

(12/1/68) 

9.  95  1 

19.  90 

99.  50 

199.  00 

3.  83 

4.  46 

0 years... 

(6/1/69) 

10.  45  1 

20.  90 

104.  50 

209.  00 

3.  85 

4.  50 

years.. 

- (12/1/69) 

10.45 

20.  90 

104.  50 

•209.  00 

3.  88 

4.  55 

7 years 

(6/1/70) 

10.  45 

20.  90 

104.  50 

209.  00 

3.  89 

4.  62 

I'/i  years.. 

(12/1/70) 

la  45 

20.  90 

104.  50 

209.  00 

3.  01 

4.  71 

8 years 

(6/1/71) 

10.  45 

20.  90 

104.  50 

209.  00 

3.  93 

4.  85 

8H  years.. 

- (12/1/71) 

11.  45 

22.  90 

114.  50 

229.  00 

3.  96 

4.  94 

9 years 

(6/1/72) 

11.  45 

22.  90 

114  50 

229.  00  ' 

3.  99 

5.  13 

years.. 

(12/1/72) 

11.  45 

22.  90  , 

1 14.  50 

229.  00 

4.  01 

5.  69 

10  years  (extended  maturUy)^ (6/1/73) 

14.23 

28.46 

142.30 

284.60 

& 4.08 

> Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  interest  check  is  payable  on  Issues  ot  October  1,  1953.  Kor  subscriueni  issue  inoiuhs  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

> Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  c.ttcndcd  maturity  ixiscd  on  the  original  sclieciutc  of  interest  checks  prior  to  tlic  December  I,  1965 
revision. 

1 Yield  on  face  value  from  cneh  interest  payment  date  to  extended  miUurily  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1,  19CS  revision. 

* 19  years  and  8 months  after  issue  date.  Kinal  elmck  at  c.xiendc<l  mauiriiy  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 19C9. 

> Yield  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  on  bonds  dated:  October  I and  November  1, 1953  is  3.55  percent;  December  1, 1053  tlirough  March  1, 19, S4 
is  3.57  percent. 


TABLE  6 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  APRIL  1 THROUGH  SEPTEMBER  1,  1&54 


r-  vaiiiA/^s®y®  price 

^iRedemption  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$uooo 

1,000 

$5,  000 
5, 000 

$10,  000 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
fneo  value 

Period  of  time  bond  Is  held  after  ranliirity  dale 

0)  Amounts  of  interest  cheeks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  begin- 
ning of  extended 
maturity  period 
to  each  interest 
payment  date 

(3)  From  each 
interest  payment 
date  10  extended 
maturity 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

Percent 

Percent 

year 

-.'(6/1/64) 

$9.  37 

$18.  75 

$93.  75 

$187.  50 

3.  75 

» 3.  75 

1 year 

-.02/1/64) 

9.  37 

18.  75 

93.  75 

187.  60 

3.  75 

* 3.  75 

years 

---(C/I/65) 

9.  37 

18.  75 

93.  75 

1 87.  50 

3.  75 

*3.  75 

2 years 

..(12/1/65) 

9.  37 

18.75 

93.  76 

187.  50' 

3,  75 

»4.  15 

2Yi  years 

-.(0/1/66) 

9.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.  00 

3.  76 

34.  18 

3 years 

-(12/1/06) 

9.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.  00 

3.  77 

3 4.  20 

3)2  years 

---(6/1/07) 

9.  65 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.  00 

3.  78 

3 4.  24 

4 years 

-(12/1/07) 

9.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.  00 

3.  78 

3 4.  28 

4J-^  years — 

— (0/1/6S) 

10.  15 

20.  30 

101.  50 

203.  00 

3.  81 

4.  40 

5 years 

..(12/1/68) 

10.  15 

20.  30 

101.  50 

203.  00 

3.  83 

4.  44 

years 

-.-(6/1/60) 

10.  15 

20.  30 

101.  50 

203.  00 

3.  85 

4.  49 

6 yeai‘8 

-- (12/1/69) 

10.  15 

20.  30 

101.  50 

203.  00 

3.  87 

4.  54 

years 

...(0/1/70) 

10.  60 

21.  20 

106.  00 

2iZ  00 

3.  89 

4.  59 

7 years 

.-(12/1/70) 

10.  60 

21.  20 

106.  00 

212.  00 

3.  92 

4.  66 

7)2  years 

---(6/J/71) 

10.  60 

21.  20 

106.  00 

212.  00 

3.  93 

4.  74 

8 years 

-.(12/1/71) 

10.  60 

21.  20 

106.00 

212.  00 

3.  95 

4.  88 

S'/i  years 

...(6/1/72) 

11.  45 

22.  90 

114.  50 

229,  00 

3.  98 

4.  98 

9 years 

--(12/1/72) 

11.  45 

2i  90 

114.  50 

229.  00 

4.  01 

5.  19 

years 

...mm) 

11.  45 

22.  90 

114.  .50 

229.  00 

4.  03 

5.  82 

10  years  (extended  maturity)*. 

..(12/1/73) 

14.54 

29. 08 

145.40 

290. 80 

4. 11 

> Month,  day.  and  year  on  wliich  interest  check  is  payable  on  issues  of  April  1, 1054.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  month.s. 

> Yield  on  face,  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  extended  maturity  based  on  the  original  schcilulo  of  interest  cheeks  prior  to  the  December  1, 1065 
revision. 

^ Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  dale  to  extended  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1968  revision. 

* 19  years  and  8 months  after  issue  date.  Final  check  at  extended  nialiirity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 19C8. 

> Yield  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  dale  on  bonds  dated:  April  I and  May  1,  1954  is  3.58  percent;  Junel  ihrougli  September  1, 1954  is  3.59  percent. 
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TABLE  7 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM'OCTOBER  1,  1954  THROUGH  MARCH  1,  1955 


«oi..«/Issue  price i 

lace  ®\Redemptlon  and  maturity  value. 

1 $500 

j 500 

$1.  000 
1,000 

$5, 000 
5,  000 

SIO, 000 
10, 000 

: Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  maturity  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  begin- 
ning of  extended 
maturity  period 
to  each  Interest 
payment  date 

(3)  From  each 
interest  payment 
date  to  extended 
maturity 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

Hyear -J(12/l/64) 

1 year - (6/1/65) 

years (12/1/65) 

2 years ..  (6/1/66) 

2H  years (12/1/66) 

3 years (6/1/67) 

3/2  years .....(12/1/67) 

4 years (6/1/68) 

4>^  years - ..(12/1/68) 

5 years (6/1/69) 

5%  years (12/1/69) 

6 years ..(6/1/70) 

years .1 ,(12/1/70) 

7 years (6/1/71) 

7'yi  years- (12/1/71) 

8 years - (6/1/72) 

8)^  years (12/1/72) 

9 years (6/1/73) 

years (12/1/73) 

10  years  (extended  maturity)< (6/1/74) 

$9.  37 
9.  37 
9.  37 
9.  55 
9.  55 
9.  55 
9.  55 
10.  10 
10.  10 
10.  10 
10.  10 
10.  55 
10.  55 
10.  55  ' 
10.  55 

10.  55 

11.  55 
11.  55 
11.  5» 
14.  96 

$18.  75 
18.  75 

18.  75 

19.  10 
19.  10 
19.  10 

19.  10 

20.  20 
20.  20 
20.  20 
20.  20 
21.  10 
21.  10  i 
21.  10 
21.  10 
21.  10 
23.  10 
23.  10 
23.  10 
29. 92 

$93.  75 
93.  75 
93.  75 
95.  50 
95.  50 
95.  50 
95.  50 
101.  00 
101.  00 
101.  00 
101.  00 
105.  50 
105.  50 
105.  50 
105.  50 
105.  50 
115.  50 
115.  50 
115.  50 
149.  60 

$187.  50 
187.  50 
187.  50 
191.  00 
191.  00 
191.  00 
191.  00 
202.  00 
202.  00 
202.  00 
202.  00 
211.  00 
211.  00 
211.  00 
211.  00 
211.  00 
231.  00 
231.  00 
231.  00 
299.  20 

Percent 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  77 
3.  78 
3.  78 
3.  79 
3.  82 
' 3.  84 

3.  86 
3.  87 
3.  90 
3.  92 
3.  94 
3.  96 

3.  97 

4.  00 
4.  03 
4.  06 

6 4. 14 

Percent 

2 3.  75 
* 3.  75 

3 4.  15 
8 4.  17 
84.  20 
8 4.  23 
3 4.  27 

4.  39 
4.  43 
4.  47 
4.  53 
4.  57 
4.  62 
4.  69 
4.  80 

4.  95 

5.  06 
5.  29 
5.  98 

< Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  Interest  check  is  payable  on  issues  of  October  I,  I9S4.  For  subsequent  Issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months, 
s Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  extended  maturity  bused  on  the  original  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  December  l,  1965 

revision. 

9 Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  eilended  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  cheeks  prior  to  the  June ),  1963  revision. 

< 19  years  and  8 months  alter  issue  date-  Final  check  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1,  1068. 

* Yield  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  on  bonds  dated:  October  I and  November },  1054  is  3.60  percent;  December  1, 1954  through  March  1, 1955 
is  3.62  percent. 


TABLE  8 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  APRIL  1 THROUGH  SEPTEMBER  1,  1955 


Paco  vnlue(’ss“«  P"'® 

^iRedeniplion  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,000 

1,000 

$5,  000 
5.  000 

$10. 000 
10, ODD 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  moturity  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  begin- 
ning of  extended 
maturity  period 
to  each  interest 
payment  date 

(3)  From  each 
interest  payment 
date  to  extended 
maturity 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

a year : '(C./1/65) 

1 yc.ar (12/1/65) 

VA  years (6/1/66) 

■2  years (12/1/66) 

2A  years (6/1/67) 

3 years 

3K  years (6/1/68) 

4 years (12/1/68) 

i'A  years (6/1/09) 

5 years (12/1/69) 

5'A  years (6/1/70) 

6 vears (12/1/70) 

ii'A  years (6/1/71) 

7 years (12/1/71) 

7'/i  years (6/1/72) 

8 years (12/V72) 

Sy,  years (6/1/73) 

9 veurs (12/1/73) 

9^^  years ...(6/1/74) 

10  years  (extended  maturity)* (12/1/74) 

$9.  37 
9.  37 
9.  55 
9.  55 
9.55 
9.  55 
10.  05 
10.05 
10.  05 
10.  05 
10.  05 
10.  70 
10.  70 
10.  70 
10.  70 

10.  70 

11.  55 
11.  55 
11.  55 
15.  28 

$18.  75 
18.75 
19.  10 
19.  10 
19.  10 

19.  10 

20.  10 
20.  10 
20.  10 
20.  10 
20.  10 
21.  40 
21.  40 
21.  40 
21.  40 
21.  40 
23.  10 
23.  10 
23.  10 
30.  56 

$93.  75 
93.  75 
95.  50 
95.  50 
95.  50 
95.  50 
100.  50 
100.  50 
100.  50 
100.  50 
100.  50 
107.  00 
107.  00 
107.  00 
107.  00 
107.  00 
115.  50 
115.  50 
115.  50 
152,  80 

$187.  50 
187.  50 
191.  00 
191.  00 
191.  00 
191.  00 
201.  00 
201.  00 
201.  00 
201.  00 
201.  00 
214.  00 
214.  00 
214.  00 
214.  00 
214.  00 
231.  00 
231.  00 
231.  00 
305.  60 

Percent 

3.  75 
3.  75 
3.  77 
3.  78 
3.  79 
3.  80 
3.  83 
3.  85 
3.  87 
3.  88 
3.  89 
3.  92 
3.  95 
3.  97 

3.  98 

4.  00 
4.  03 
4.  06 
4.  08 

5 4. 16 

Percent 

8 3.  75 
8 4.  15 
8 4.  18 
8 4.  20 
8 4.23 
8 4.  27 
4.  39 
4. '42 
4.  46 
4.  51 
4.  57 
4.  61 
4.  67 
4.  74 
4.  83 

4.  98 

5.  10 

5.  36 

6.  11 

' Month,  day.  and  year  on  which  interest  check  is  payable  on  issues  of  April  1,  1955.  For  sub.scqiicnt  i.ssiie  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

• 'I'ickl  on  face  value  from  each  Interest  payment  date  to  extended  niuturity  based  on  the  original  schedule  of  interest  cheeks  prior  to  tlie  December  1,  1965 
revision. 

3 VlulcI  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  dale  to  extended  nioturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1968  revision. 

4 19  years  and  8 months  after  issue  date.  Final  check  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1.  1968. 

> Yield  from  issue  date  to  extended  moturity  date  on  bonds  dated:  April  I and  May  i,  1955  Is  3.63  percent;  June  1 through  September  1, 1955  is  3.64  percent. 
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TABLE  9 


BONDS  BEAPING  ISSUE  DATES  PROM  OCTOBER  1,  1955  THROUGH  MARCH  1.  1956 


Face  value/’®®"®  P"'®--- 

\Redemp(ion  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,009 

1,000 

$5,  000 
5,  000 

$10,  000 
10,  000 

Approximate  Investment  yield  on 
face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  maturity  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

(S)  From  begin* 

(3)  From  each 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

maturity  period 
to  each  interest 
payment  date 

date  to  extended 
maturity 

H year '(12/1/65) 

1 year (6/1/66) 

VA  years (12/1/66) 

2 years (6/1/67) 

2A  years (12/1/67) 

3 years (6/1/68) 

ZA  years (12/1/68) 

4 years (6/1/69) 

4>^  years (12/1/69) 

5 years (6/1/70) 

5'A  years (12/1/70) 

6 years ' (6/1/71) 

6Vj  years (12/1/71) 

7 years (6/1/72) 

7 A years (12/1/72) 

8 years j (6/1/73) 

SA  years (12/1/73) 

0 years (6/1/74) 

^A  years (12/1/74) 

10  years  (extended  maturjty)^.....  (6/1/75) 

$9.  37 
9.  55 
9.  55 
9.  55 
9.  55 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10,  00 
10.  65 
10.  65 
10.  65 
10.  65 

10.  65 

11.  45 
11.  45 
11.  45 
11.  45 
15.  52 

$1&  75 
19.  10 
19.  10 
19.  10 

19.  10 
20.00 

20.  00 
20.00 
20.00 
20.00 
21.  30 
21.  30 
21.  30 
21.  30 

21.  30 

22.  90 
22.  90 
22.  90 
22.  90 
31.04 

$93.  75 
95.  50 
95.  50 
95.50 
95.  50 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
106.  50 
106.50 
106.  50 
106.  50 
106.  50 
114.  50 
114.  50 
114.  50 
114.  50 
155.  20 

$187.  50 
191.  00 
191.  00 
191.  00 
191.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
213.  00 
213.  00 
213.  00 
213.  00 
213.  00 
229.  00 
229.  00 
229.  00 
229.  00 
310.  40 

Percenl 

3.  75 
3.  78 
3.  80 
3.  80 
3.  81 
3.  84 
3.  86 
3.  87 
3.  89 
3.  90 
3.  93 
3.  95 
3.  97 

3.  99 

4.  01 
4.  04 
4;  06 
4.  09 
4.  11 
4.19 

Percent 

* 4.  15 
2 4.  17 
2 4.  20 
2 4.  23 
2 4.  26 
4.  38 
4.  42 
4.  45 
4.  50 
4.  56 
4.  59 
4.  64 
4.  70 
4.  78 
4.  89 

4.  97 

5.  11 

5.  38 

6.  21 

' Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  interest  check  is  payable  on  issues  of  October  1. 1955.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
3 V'icld  on  (ace  vaiuc  from  each  interest  payment  date  locslcndcd  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1068  revision, 

3 10  years  and  8 months  after  issue  date.  Final  cheek  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 1068. 

« Yield  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  date  on  bonds  dated:  October  1 and  November  1,  1955  is  3.06  percent;  December  1, 1065  through  March  1, 1056 
Is  3.67  percent. 


TABLE  10 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  PROM  APRIL  1 THROUGH  MAY  1,  1956 


Face  value' 


Issue  price 

.Redemption  and  maturity  value. 


Period  of  lime  bond  is  held  after  maturity  date 


(1) 


$500 

500 


$1, 000 
1,000 


$5.  000 
5.  000 


$10,  000 

10,  OOO 


Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 


Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 


EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 


(2)  From  begin* 
nine  of  extended 
maturity  period 
to  each  Interest 
paymeot  date 


(3)  From  each 
Interest  payment 
date  to  extended 
maturity 


H year '(6/1/66) 

1 year (12/1/66) 

1>^  years (G/1/67) 

2 years (12/1/67) 

2\i  years (6/1/68) 

3 years (12/1/08) 

3H  (6/1/69) 

4 years (12/1/69) 

years (6/1/70) 

5 years (12/1/70) 

5'/i  years (6/1/71) 

6 years (12/1/71) 

6)^  years (6/1/72) 

7 years (12/1/72) 

7H  years (6/1/73) 

8 years (12/1/73) 

8)^  years (6/1/74) 

9 years (12/1/74) 

0}i  years (6/1/75) 

10  years  (extended  maturity)^ (12/1/75) 


$10.  37 

10.37 

10.37 

10.37 
10.  37 
10.  37 

10.37 
10.  37 
10.  37 
10.  38 
10.  38 

10.38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 

10.38 
10.  38 
14.  74 


$20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 

20.75 
20.  75 

20.75 

20.75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
29.48 


$103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 

103.75 
103.  75 
103.  75 

103.75 
103.  75 
103.  75 

103.75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
147.40 


$207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207,  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
294.  80 


Petunt 

Percent 

4.  15 

2 4.  15 

4.  15 

2 4.  15 

4.  15 

2 4.  15 

4.  15 

*4.  15 

4.  15 

4.  25 

4.  15 

4.  26 

4.  15 

4.  27 

4.  15 

4.  28 

4.  15 

4.  29 

4.  15 

4.  31 

4.  15 

4.  33 

4.  15 

4.  35 

4.  15 

4.  38 

4.  15 

4.  43 

4.  15 

4.  48 

4.  15 

4.  57 

4.  15 

4.  72 

4.  15 

5.  01 

4.  15 

5.  90 

« 4.22 

> Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  interest  check  is  payable  on  issues  of  April  1. 1966.  For  issues  of  May  1, 1!I5G  add  one  month. 

* Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  extended  maturity  based  on  the  sclicdulcofmteresl  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1968  revision. 
3 19  years  and  8 months  after  Issue  dale.  Final  check  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1,  1908. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  is  3.68  pcrcait. 
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TABLE  11 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  PROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  SEPTEMBER  1,  1956 


Face  valuel*®®“' 

IRedemption  and  maturity  value.. ^ 

$500 

500 

$1,000  1 
1,000  < 

1 

$5,  000 
5.  000 

1 

$10, 000 
10,  000 

1 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  Is  held  after  maturity  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  chetdes  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  begin- 
ning of  extended 

(3)  From  each 
interest  payment 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

maturity  period 
lo  each  interest  1 
payment  date 

date  to  extended 
maturity 

y2  year *(8/1/66) 

1 year (2/1/67) 

1^^  years (8/1/67) 

2 years (2/1/68) 

2) 5  years (8/1/68) 

3 years (2/1/69) 

3) <  years - (8/1/69) 

4 years i (2/1/70) 

4) ^  years (8/1/70) 

5 years (2/1/71) 

5M  years (8/1/71) 

6 years (2/1/72) 

6)^  years — i..... (8/1/72) 

7 vears (2/1/73) 

7'yl  years (8/1/73) 

8 years .......  (2/1/74) 

8>i  years (8/1/74) 

9 years (2/1/75) 

9>4  years - (8/1/75) 

10  years  (extended  maturity)* (2/1/76) 

$10.  37 
10.  37 
10.37 
10.  37 
10.  37 
10.37 
10  37 
10.  37 
10.  37 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
14.  74 

$20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20-  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
29.  48 

$103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
10.3.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
147.  40 

$207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
294.  80 

Percent 

4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
! 4.  15 

4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15  ' 

1 4.  15 

4.  15  1 
1 4.  15  1 

4.  15 

' 4.  15  1 

4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
‘ 4.  22 

Percenl 

* 4.  15 

* 4.  15 
2 4.  15 
2 4.  15 

4.  25 
4.  20 
4.  27 
4.  28 
4.  29 
4.  31 
4.  33 
4.  35 
4.  38 
4.  43 
4.  48 
4.  57 

4.  72 

5.  01 
5.  90 

‘ MoiUli,  dtiy,  un<i  year  on  which  liilerosi  check  i$  payAbIcon  i$$iiesof  June  1. 1996.  For  subsemicnt  issue  mcmtiis  add  the  Appropriate  number  or  months. 
> YioUt  on  tucc  vaIuc  from  each  Interest  paymciu  date  to  extended  mniuhiy  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 19'18  revision. 

* HI  years  and  8 months  after  issue  date.  Final  cheek  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1,  1965. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  mniuriiy  is  3.70  percent. 


TABLE  12 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  OCTOBER  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  L 1956 


„«i..«/Issue  price 

race  vaiuciRedcmptlon  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,000 

1,000 

$5,  000 
5,  000 

$10.  000 
10,  000 

Approximnlc  tiivcslinent  yield  on 
fneo  value 

Period  of  limo  bond  is  held  after  maturity  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  inleresl  cheeks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  begin- 
niiig  of  ex  tended 
mnUirlty  period 
to  each  interest 
payment  date 

(3)  From  each 
Interest  payment 
date  to  exlondcd 
fiiuturity 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

Vi  year '(12/1/66) 

1 year (6/1/67) 

1)1  years (12/1/67) 

2 years (6/1/68) 

2<A  yciu'S (I2/1/C8) 

3 years (6/1/69) 

3'A  years .(12/l/6«) 

4 years. - (6/1/70) 

4>2  years (12/1/70) 

5 years (6/1/71) 

years (12/1/71) 

6 years (6/1/72) 

(i'A  years (12/1/72) 

7 years (6/1/73) 

7Y2  years (12/1/73) 

8 years (6/1/74) 

8A  years (12/1/74) 

9 years ..(6/1/75) 

9H  years ..(12/1/75) 

10  years  (extended  maturity)*. (6/1/76) 

$10.  37 
10.  37 
10.37 
10.  37 
10.  37 
10.  37 
10.  37 
10.  37 
10.  37 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
15.09 

$20.  75 
20.  75 
20.75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
30. 17 

$103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  76 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  7.5 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103,  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
150.90 

$207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
301.70 

Percent 

4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4 15 
4 15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  23 

Pcteenl 

* 4.  15 

* 4.  15 

* 4.  15 
4.  26 
4.  26 
4.  27 
4.  28 
4.  29 
4.  30 
4.  32 
4.  34 
4.  37 
4.  40 
4.  45 
4.  51 
4.  61 

4.  76 

5.  08 

6.  03 

■ Month,  dny,  and  year  on  wliicli  interest  ctieck  is  payable  on  issues  of  October  1,  1056.  For  issues  of  November  1, 1950  add  one  month. 

- Yield  on  face  value  from  each  iiilcrcsi  payment  dale  to  extended  inaiurity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  cliccks  prior  to  the  June  1,  1968  revision. 
’ 10  years  and  8 montlis  after  issue  dale.  Final  cheek  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  Juno  1, 1968. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  dale  lo  ex  tended  maturity  is  3.70  percent. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


EXHIBITS 


205 


TABLE  13 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I,  1956  THROUGH  JANUARY  1,  1957 


Face  valucl**®“®  - 

''iRcdcmpiion  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

; $L  000 
1. 000 

$5.  000 
5,  000 

$10,000 
10,000  1 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  valuo 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  begin-  j 
ning  of  extended 

(3)  From  each 
liUercst  payment 

rcriod  of  time  bond  is  Iicid  after  maturity  dale 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

maturity  period 
to  each  interest 
payment  date 

date  to  extended 
maturity 

Vi  year 

.-’(2/1/G7) 

$10.  37 

$20.  75 

S103.  75 

$207.  50 

Percent 

4.  15 

Percent 

M.  15 

J vc.ar 

...(S/I/G7) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

2 4.  15 

I'/i  years 

...(2/1/68) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

24.  15 

2 vears 

...(S/1/6S) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  25 

2'/i  vears 

— (2/1/69) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  26 

S years 

...(8/1/69) 

1 10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  27 

years 

— (2/1/70) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  7o 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  28 

d vc.ar.s 

...(8/1/70) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  29 

4'/^  years 

..-(2/1/71) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  30 

.5  vears 

--.(8/1/71) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  32 

5'^  years 

---(2/1/72) 

10.  38 

20.  75. 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  34 

6 veans 

..-(8/1/72) 

10.38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  37 

G/i  yeans 

--(2/1/73) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  40 

7 years 

-.-(8/1/73) 

1 10. 38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  45 

7'/i  years... 

-.(2/1/74) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  51 

8 years 

--(S/1/74) 

10.38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  61 

ycttrs 

---(2/1/75) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  76 

0 vears 

-.-(8/1/75) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

5.  08 

years 

--(2/1/76) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

6.  03 

10  years  (extended  maturity)*.. 

— (8/1/76) 

1 

15.  09 

30. 17 

150.  90 

301.70 

* 4.23 

' Moiuli,  (lay,  and  year  on  whicli  iiiicrcsl  check  ispayuWcon  issues  vl  1>cccmbcr  I,  I9S6.  For  issues  of  Jmiuary  1, 1057  add  one  monlli. 

1 Vield  on  fucu  %’ulue  from  each  inlcicst  paymuni  dale  locxicnded  inaiurtiy  bused  on  ilic  scliedute  of  inUrest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1,  IOCS  revision. 
9 10  years  and  8 months  after  Issue  date.  Final  check  at  cxtendoii  inaturiiy  improved  by  revision  of  June  I,  i'JOS. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  e-'clcndcd  maturity  is  3.73  percent. 

TABLE  14 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  FEBRUARY  1 THROUGH  MAY  1,  1957 


uai..«/Issuc  price 

race  ®'“®\Redempiion  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,  000 
1.000 

$5,  000 
5,  000 

$10, 000 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment  yield  oit 
face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  maturity  dale 

(l)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  foreacl)  denomination 

(2)  From  begin- 
ning of  extended 
maturity  period 
to  each  Interest 
paymciu  date 

(3)  From  oacli 
Interest  payment 
date  to  extended 
maturity 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

'A  year ‘(8/1/67) 

1 year (2/1/68) 

V,i  yeiOT (8/1/08) 

2 years (2/1/69) 

2A  years (8/1/69) 

3 years (2/1/70) 

V/i  years (8/1/70) 

4 years (2/1/71) 

4'/i  vo.ar.s (8/1/71) 

5 years (2/1/72) 

years (8/1/72) 

6 years (2/1/73) 

(y'A  years (8/1/73) 

7 years (2/1/74) 

7A  years (8/1/74) 

S years (2/1/75) 

SA  yeai's (8/1/75) 

9 years (2/1/76) 

91'^  years (8/1/76) 

10  years  (extended  maturity)*...  .(2/1/77) 

$10.  37 
10.37 
10.37 
10.37 
10.37 
10.  37 
10.  37 
10.37 
10.37 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
15.  44 

$20.  75 
20.75 
20.75 
20.  75 
20.75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
30. 87 

$103.  75 
103.  73 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  73 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
154.40 

$207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
308.  70 

Percent 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
* 4.23 

Percent 

* 4.  15 

* 4.  15 
4.  25 
4.  26 
4.  27 
4.  2S 
4.  29 
4.  30 
4.  31 
4.  33 
4.  36 
4.  38 
4.  42 
4.  47 
4.  54 

4.  64 
4.81 

5.  15 

6.  17 

■ Month.day,  andycar  on  which  interest  check  ispuy.abloon  issiicsofFcbniary  1, 1%7.  For  subsequent  issue  mouths  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
' Yield  on  face  value  from  cacli  interest  payment  dale  locxicnded  maturity  based  on  the  sclicdule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  Uic  June  1, 19C3  revision. 

^ 20  years  after  issue  date.  Final  check  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  I,  t0(>8. 

< Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  dale  to  extended  maturity  is  3.83  percent. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


206  1968  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


TABLE  15 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  I,  1957 


Face  value  - 

^ iRedemption  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,000 ! 
1,000  1 

$5,000 
5,000  j 

$10,000 

10,000 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  maturity  data 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  bcein- 

(3)  From  each 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

maturity  period 
to  each  interest 
payment  date 

date  to  extended 
maturity 

'A  ye.ar '(12/1/67) 

1 year (6/1/68) 

IH  years (12/1/68) 

2 years (6/1/69)  | 

2!(  years (12/1/69) 

3 years (6/1/70) 

3}(  years (12/1/70) 

4 years (6/1/71) 

Hi  years (12/1/71) 

5 years (6/1/72) 

Hi  years (12/1/72) 

6 years (6/1/73) 

G'A  years (12/1/73) 

7 years (6/1/74) 

7A  years (12/1/74) 

8 years _(6/l/75) 

8A  years (12/1/75) 

9 years ..(6/1/76) 

9)^  years (12/1/76) 

10  years  (extended  maturity)® (6/1/77) 

$10.  37 
10.37 
10.37 
10.37 
10.37 
10.  37 
10.  37 
10.37 

10.37 

10.38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.38 
10.  38 
10.38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
15. 79 

$20.  75 
20.75 
20.75 
20.75 
20.  75 
20.  75  ! 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75  i 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.75 
20.  75  : 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.75 
20.75 
31.58 

$103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103,  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
157.90 

$207.  50  ! 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
315.  80 

Percent 

4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4. 15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4. 15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
M.24 

Prrcenf 

2 4.  15 
4.  25 
4.  26 
4.  27 
4.  27 
4.  28 
4.  30 

4.31 
4.  33 
4.  35 
4.37 
4.  40 
4.  44 
4.  49 
4.  56 
4.  67 

4.  85 

5.  22 

6.32 

' MoiUh,  day,  and  year  on  which  interest  check  i$  payable  on  issucsof  Junel,  1057.  For  subscqucni  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 

1 Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment-date  to  extended  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 19C8  revision. 
1 20  years  after  issue  date.  Final  eheck  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 1068. 
r Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  is  3.91  percent. 

TABLE  16 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1.  1957  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1958 


I^ssue  price 

race  jngdemptien  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,000 

1,000 

$5, 000 
5, 000 

$10, 000 
10, 000 

Approximate  Investment  yield  on 
face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  Is  held  after  maturity  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  cheeks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  begin* 
ntng  of  extended 
maturity  period 
to  eaeh  interest 
payment  date 

(3)  From  each 
Interest  payment 
(late  to  extended 
maturity 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

A year '(6/1/68) 

1 year (12/1/68) 

\Yi  years (6/1/69) 

2 years (12/1/69) 

years (6/1/70) 

3 years (12/1/70) 

ZA  years (6/1/71) 

4 years ..--..-(12/1/71) 

^Yt  years (6/1/72) 

5 years (12/1/72) 

bY%  years (6/1/73) 

6 years ....  — (12/1/73) 

6)^  years - (6/1/74) 

7 years (12/1/74) 

lA  years (6/1/75) 

8 years - (12/1/75) 

8Y2  years (6/1/76) 

9 years (12/1/76) 

9Yt  years (6/1/77) 

10  years  (extended  maturity)® (12/1/77) 

$10.  37 
10.37 
10.37 
10.37 
10.  37 
10.37 
10.37 
10.  37 

10.37 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 
10.  38 

10.38 
16.16 

.$20.  75 
20.  75 
20.75 
20.  75 
20.75 
20.75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
20.  75 
32.31 

$103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  76 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
103.  75 
161.60 

$207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
207.  50 
323. 10 

Percent 

4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.  15 
4.24 

Percent 

4.  25 
4.  26 
4.  26 
4.  27 
4.  28 
4.  29 
4.  31 
4.  32 
4.  34 
4.  36 
4.  39 
4.  42 
4.  46 
4.  51 
4.  59 
4.  71 

4.  90 

5.  29 

6.  46 

■ Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  liitcrcsl  check  is  payable  on  issucsof  December  1,  1957.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of 


nths. 

’20  years  after  issue  date.  Final  check  at  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 1958. 
’ Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  dale  to  extended  maturity  is  3.94  percent. 
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TABLE  17 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1958 


Pacf  valu../*®®"®  

IRedemption  > and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$]»000 
h 000 

$5,  000 
5,  000 

$10.  000 
10.000 

Approximate  investment  yield 
on  face  value 

(2)  From  issue 

(3)  From  each 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  issue  date 

(l)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

date  to  each 

mont  date  (a)  to 

interest  pay- 

maturity 

meat  date 

thereafter 

Percent 

Percent 

year 

.>(12/1/58) 

$4.  00 

$a  00 

$40.  00 

$80. 00 

1.  60 

> 3 35 

} year 

--(6/1/59) 

7.  25 

14.  50 

72.  50 

145.  00 

2.  25 

<3  88 

}}i  years 

-(12/1/50) 

a 70 

17.  40 

87.  00 

174.00 

2.  65 

* 3.  91 

2 years. 

...(6/1/60) 

a 70 

17.  40 

87.  00 

174.  00 

2.  85 

«3  94 

2'/i  years 

-(12/1/60) 

a 70 

17.  40 

87.  00 

174.  00 

2.  98 

* 3.  97 

3 years 

...(6/1/61) 

8.  70 

17.  40 

87.  00 

174,  00 

3.  06 

* 4.  01 

3'/l  years 

-(12/1/61) 

a 70 

17.  40 

87.  00 

174.  00 

3.  11 

* 4.  06 

4 years 

— (6/1/62) 

9.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.  00 

3.  20 

* 4.  08 

i'/l  years - 

..(12/1/62) 

1 9.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.  00 

3.  26 

* 4.  11 

i>  years 

--(6/1/63) 

1 9. 55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

; 191.00 

3.  31 

* 4.  14 

S'A  years 

-.(12/1/63) 

1 0.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.  00 

3.  35 

* 4.  18 

C years 

--(6/1/64) 

0.  55 

19.  10 

95.  50 

191.00 

3.  39 

* 4.  23 

6'/i  years 

..(12/1/64) 

10.  30 

20.  60 

103  00 

206.  00 

3 44 

* 4.  25 

7 years 

...(6/1/65) 

la  30 

2a  60 

103.  00 

206.  00 

3 48 

« 4 27 

7'/i  years 

-(12/1/65) 

10.  30 

20.  60 

103.  00 

206.  00 

3 52 

64.  71 

8 years 

...(6/1/66) 

10.  55 

21.  10 

105.  50 

211.  00 

3 56 

6 4.  84 

S%  years 

-(12/1/66) 

10.  55 

21.  10 

105.  50 

211.00 

3 59 

* 5.  06 

9 years 

...(6/1/67) 

12.  65 

25.  30 

126.  50 

253.  00 

3.  66 

« 5.  06 

9>’$  years 

..(12/1/67) 

12.  65 

25.  30 

126.  50 

253. 00 

3.  72 

* 5.  06 

- .(Bilim 

12.  65 

25. 30 

126.50 

253. 00 

3. 78 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  maturity  dale 

1 EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD  ^ 

(b)  To  extended 

maturity 

H yeaj" 

..(12/1/68) 

10.  37 

20.75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  16  : 

4.  26 

1 year 

...(6/1/69) 

10.  37 

2a  75 

103  75 

207.  50 

4.  15  1 

4.  26 

In  years 

..(12/1/69) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

. 207.  50 

4 15  ! 

4.  27 

2 years 

...(6/1/70) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  28 

2i\  years 

..(12/1/70) 

10.  37  ; 

20.  75 

103  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  29 

3 years 

...(6/1/71) 

10.  37  1 

20.  75 

103  75  i 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  30 

years 

..(12/1/71) 

10.  37  1 

20.75 

103.  75  ' 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  32 

4 years 

-.(6/1/72) 

10.  37 

20.75 

103  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  33 

4>t  years 

..(12/1/72) 

J O.  37 

2a  75 

103  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  35 

5 years 

...(6/1/73) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  37 

5>|  years 

..(12/1/73) 

10.  38 

2a  75 

103  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.40 

C years 

...(6/1/74)  ' 

10.  38 

20.  75  1 

103  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4 43 

6M  years 

..(12/1/74) 

10.  3$ 

2a  75 

103  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4 48 

7 years 

...(6/1/75) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103.  76 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4 54 

7H  years 

..(12/1/75) 

10.  38 

2a  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  62 

8 years 

...(6/1/76) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  60 

4.  15 

4 74 

8>5  years 

...(12/1/76) 

10.  38 

20.75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  95 

9 years 

...(6/1/77) 

10.  38 

2a  75 

103  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

5.  36 

9'A  years 

..(12/1/77) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

6.  61 

10  years  (extended  maturity)^.. 

....(6/1/78) 

16.  53 

33.05 

165. 30 

330. 50 

M.  25 

1 At  nil  times,  except  thot  bond  wns  not  redeemable  during  llrst  C months. 

i Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  interest  checte  is  payable  on  Issues  of  June  1, 195$.  For  subsequent  Issue  months  add  tho  appropriate  number  of  months. 

> Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  dale  to  maturity  based  on  the  original  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1950  revision, 
t Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  maiiirlty  based  on  the  schedule  of  Interest  checks  prior  to  tho  December  1, 1955  revision. 

> Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  Juno  1,  1968  revision, 
r 20  years  after  issue  dale.  Final  check  at  extended  maturity  Improved  by  revision  of  Juno  1,  1968. 

? Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  dole  to  extended  luaturlty  is9.97  percent. 
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TABLE  18 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  1958  THROUGH  MAY  I,  1959 


' $500 

500 

$1,  000 
1,000 

$5,  000 
5, 000 

$10,  000 
10,  000 

Approximeto  investment  yield 
on  face  value 

r acc  *'®'“®\neden»ptlon‘  and  maturity  value. 

(2)  From  issue 

(3)  From  each 

date  or  maturity 

interest  pay- 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  issue  date 

date  to  each 

ment  date  (a)  to 

interest  pay* 

maturity 

mentdato 

thereafter 

year 

Percent 

..  *(6/1/59) 

$4.  00 

$8.  00 

$40.  00 

$80.  00 

1.  60 

® 3.  85 

1 year 

..(12/1/50) 

7.50 

15.  00 

75.  00  1 

150.  00 

, 2.  30 

* 3.  91 

V/z  years 

...(6/1/60) 

8.  70 

17.  40 

87.  00 

174.  00 

2.  68 

5 3.  94 

2 years.  - 

..(12/1/60) 

a 70 

17.  40 

87.  00 

174.  00 

2.  88 

* 3.  97 

2\i  years. 

— (6/1/61) 

8.  70 

17.  40 

87.  00 

174.  00 

i 3.  00 

3 4.  01 

3 years 

..(12/1/61) 

8.70  1 

17.  40 

87.  00  1 

174.  00 

3.  07 

3 4.  05 

years . 

...(6/1/62) 

9.  45  1 

18.  90 

94.  50  1 

189.  00 

3.  17 

3 4.  08 

4 years 

-(12/1/62) 

9.  45 

18.  90 

94.  50 

189  00 

i 3. 24 

3 4.  10 

in  years 

— (6/1/63) 

9.  45  1 

18.90  1 

94.  50  1 

189  00 

3.  30  1 

3 4.  14 

5 years 

..(12/1/63) 

9.  45 

18.  90  1 

94.  50 

189.  00 

1 3. 34 

3 4.  18 

Syi  years 

--(6/1/64) 

9.  45  ' 

18.  90  ' 

94.  50 

189.00 

3.  38  1 

3 4.  23 

6 years 

..(12/1/64) 

10.  25  1 

20.  50  1 

102.  50  1 

205.  00 

3.  43  1 

3 4.  24 

years 

...(6/1/65) 

10.  25  ' 

20.  50  S 

102.  50 

205.  00 

1 3.  48  ' 

3 4.  26 

7 years..  

..(12/1/65) 

10.  25 

20.  50 

102.  50 

205.  00 

3.  52 

* 4.  70 

7J4  years 

— (6/1/66) 

10.  50  1 

21.  00  1 

105.  00 

210.  00 

! 3.  56  1 

M.  81 

8 years 

..(12/1/66) 

10.  50  1 

21.  00  i 

105.  00 

210.  00 

1 3.  59 

« 4.  97 

8j-$  years 

..,(6/1/67) 

10.  50  ' 

21.  00 

105.  00 

210.  00 

3.  62 

* 5.  24 

..(12/1/67) 

13.  10  1 

26.  20  1 

131.  00  1 

262.  00 

' 3.  70 

* 5.  24 

9'/i  years 

...(6/1/68) 

13.  10  1 

26.  20  ' 

131.  00  i 

262.  00 

3.  76 

5.  34 

13. 35 

26.70 

133.50 

267.00 

3.83 

1 

Period  of  time  bond  Is  held  after  maturity  date 

EXTENDED  MATURITY  PERIOD 

(b)  To  extended 
maturity 

li  year 

— (6/1/69) 

10.37 

20.75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  26 

1 year.--..-.-....-......... 

..(12/1/69) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  60 

4.  15 

4.  26 

In  years 

...(6/1/70) 

10.37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  60 

4.  15 

4 27 

2 years.. 

..(12/1/70) 

10.37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  28 

2J$  years - 

...(6/1/71) 

10.  37 

20.  75  1 

103.  75  1 

207.  60 

4.  15  : 

4.  29 

3 years 

..(12/1/71) 

10.37 

20.  75  1 

103.  75  1 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  30 

3n  years 

...(6/1/72) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  32 

4 years 

..(12/1/72) 

10.37 

20.  75  i 

103.  75  1 

207.  60 

4.  15 

4.  33 

...(6/1/73) 

10.  37 

20.  75 

103.  76  ! 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  35 

5 years 

..(12/1/73) 

10.38 

20.  75  S 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  37 

5^  years 

...(6/1/74) 

10.  38  , 

20.  75  , 

103.  76  , 

207.  50  , 

4.  15 

4.  40 

6 years 

..(12/1/74) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103.  76 

207.  50  1 

4.  15 

4.  43 

6}4  years — 

...(6/1/75) 

10.38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  48 

..(12/1/75) 

10.  38  , 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  54 

7J^  years 

...(6/1/76) 

10.  38  1 

20.76 

103.  76 

207.  50 

4.  15 

4.  62 

S years i.. 

..(12/1/76) 

10.  38 

20.75 

103.  75 

207.  60 

4.  15 

4.  74 

S'A  years 

...(6/1/77) 

10.  38  , 

20.75 

103.  75 

207.  60 

4.  15 

4.  95 

9 years 

..(12/1/77) 

10.  38 

20.  75 

103.  75 

207.  50 

4.  15 

6.  36 

9^  years 

10  years  (extended  maturity)* 

...(6/1/78) 

..(12/1/78) 

10.38 

16.53 

20.75 

33.05 

103.  76 
165.30 

207.  50 
330. 50 

4.  15 
« 4.25 

6.61 

■ At  all  limes,  except  lIuU  bond  was  not  redeemable  during  Arsl  0 months. 

3 Maiiih,  dny.iutd  ycaroii  which  iiitcrcsiclicclc  is  payable  on  issucsof  Occomiicr  I,  I9S8.  Forsub.sc((iicnt  issue  months  add  the  oppiopnolo  number  of  montlis. 
3 Yield  on  face  value  from  each  Interest  payment  dote  to  maturity  based  on  Uioschctluloof  interest  cheeks  prior  to  the  December ),  1065  revision. 

* Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  dale  to  maturity  based  on  thesclicduleof  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1008  revision, 
t JO  years  after  issue  dale.  Final  checks  at  original  and  extended  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  Juno  l,l9C8. 

* Yield  on  purchase  price  from  issue  date  to  extended  maturity  is  4.00  percent. 
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TABLE  19 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1959 


Face  value(!f®V“  price 

IKcdcmption*  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1, 000 
Ip  000 

1 

$5p000 

SpOOO 

$10,000 

10,000 

Approximate  investment  yield  . 
on  face  value 

Pcrio<l  of  time  bond  is  held  after  issue  date 

0)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  issue 
date  to  each 
interest  pay- 
ment date 

(3)  From  each 
interest  pay- 
ment date  to 
maturity 

year... *(12/1/59) 

1 year (6/1/60) 

1><  years ..(12/1/00) 

2 years (6/1/61) 

2A  years (12/1/61) 

3 years (6/1/62) 

3)^  years (12/1/62) 

4 years (6/1/63) 

i'A  years (12/1/63) 

5 years __  (6/1/64) 

years (12/1/64) 

6 years (6/1/65) 

Q'A  years (12/1/65) 

7 years.. (6/1/66) 

years (12/1/66) 

8 vears (6/1/67) 

SA  years (12/1/67) 

9 years . .(6/1/68) 

years (12/1/68) 

10  years  (maturity)* (6/1/69) 

$4.  00 
7.  25 
S.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  20 
10.  20 
10.  90 

10.  90 
12.  70 

11.  70 
12.21 

saoo 

14.  50 
16.  00 
20.00 
20.  00 
20.  00 
20.  00 
20.  00 
20.  00  1 
20.  00  : 
20.00 
20.  00 
20.  00 
20.  40  1 

20.  40  ' 

21.  80 
21.  80 
23.  40 
23.  40 
24.42 

1 

$40.  00  ' 
72.  50 
80.  00 
100.  00 
100.00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
102.  00 
102.  00 
109.  00 
109.  00 
117.00 
117.00 
122.10 

$80.  00 
145.  00 
160.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00  ' 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00  1 
204.  00  1 
204.  00  ! 
218.  00 
218.  00 
234.  00  i 
234.  00  1 
244.  20 

Percent 
1.  60 
2.  25 
2.  56 

2.  91 

3.  12 
3.  26 
3.  36 
3.  44 
3.  49 
3.  54 
3.  58 
3.  61 
3.  64 
3.  66 
3.  69 
3.  72 
3.  76 
3.  80 
3.  84 
3.  88 

Percent 

* 3.  88 

* 3.  95 
3 4.  00 
3 4.  00 
3 4.  00 
3 4.  00 
3 4.  00 
3 4.  00 
3 4.  00 
3 4.  00 
3 4.  00 
3 4.  00 

* 4.  41 

* 4.  47 

< 4.  55 
‘ 4.  60 

< 4.  68 
4.  78 
4.  88 

> At  (ill  times,  except  timt  boml  wo4  not  rcUccmnljlo  ciuriiie  first  6 months. 

3 Mon  til,  day,  and  year  on  which  interest  check  is  nayahleonissucsof  June  I.  IDS9.  For  sul)sc<iuenl  issue  months  odd  the  npproprinte  number  of  months. 
3 Yield  on  face  value  from  cacli  interest  payment  <iute  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  December  1,  llifiS  revision, 

* Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  poyment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1‘JGS  revision. 

3 Final  check  otmaturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 19G8. 


TABLE  20 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  1959  THROUGH  MAY  1.  1960 


Flic.  price 

race  '^»‘**«\Redemptlon  ‘ and  maturity  value 

$500 

500 

$1,000 

1,000 

$5,  000 
5,  000 

$10,  000 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment  yield 
on  face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  Is  held  after  Issue  date 

(0  Amounts  ot  interest  checks  (or  each  denomination 

(2)  From  issue 
date  to  cacii 
interest  pay- 
ment date 

(3)  From  each 
interest  pay- 
ment date  to 
maturity 

A year *(6/1/60) 

1 year (12/1/60) 

V/i  years (6/1/61) 

2 years (12/1/61) 

2)4  years (6/1/62) 

3 years (12/1/62) 

3^  years (6/1/63) 

4 years (12/1/63) 

years.. ._..._.....(6/l/64) 

5 years (12/1/64) 

5%  years — (6/1/65) 

6 years (12/1/65) 

(iA  years (6/1/66) 

7 years (12/1/66) 

7A  years (6/1/67) 

8 years (12/1/67) 

8)^  years (6/1/68) 

Oyears-.  . . ..(12/1/68) 

9Vj  years (6/1/69) 

10  years  (maturity)* (12/1/69) 

$4.  00 
7.  25 
8.00 
10.  00 
10.00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.00 
10.  00 
10.  20 
10.  20 
10.  80 
10.  80 
10.  80 
11.  85 

11.  85 

12.  62 

$8.00 
14.  50 
16.  00 
20.00 
20.00 
20.00 
20.00 
20.00 
20.00 
20.  00 
20.  00 
20:  00 
20.  40 

20.  40 

21.  60 
21.  60 
21.  60 
23.  70 
23.  70 
25.  24 

$40.00 
72.  50 
80.00 
100.  00 
100.00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
102.  00 
102.  00 
108.  00 
108.  00 
108.  00 
118.50 
118.  50 
126. 20 

$80.  00 
145.  00 
160.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
204.  00 
204.  00 
216.  00 
216.  00 
216.  00 
237.  00 
237.  00 
252.  40 

Percertt 
1.  60 
2.  25 

2.  56 
2.  01 

3.  12 
3.  26 
3.  36 
3.  44 
3.  49 
3.  54 
3.  58 
3.  61 
3.  64 
3.  67 
3.  71 
3.  74 
3.  77 
3.  81 
3.  85 
3. 90 

Percent 

*3.  88 

* 3.  95 

* 4.  00 

* 4.  00 

* 4.  00 
5 4.  00 

* 4.  00 

* 4.  00 

* 4.  00 
’ 4.  00 

* 4.  00 

* 4.  41 

* 4.  40 

< 4.  52 

< 4.  57 

< 4.  63 
4.  84 

4.  89 

5.  05 

* At  nil  times,  except  that  bond  was  not  redeemable  during  first  6 months. 

3 Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  interest  check  Is  payable  on  issues  of  December  1,  1969.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate 
number  of  months. 

3 Yield  on  face  v.aluc  from  cnch  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  cheeks  prior  to  the  December  1. 19G6  revision. 

* Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  dote  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  Interest  checks  prior  to  tlic  June  1, 10C8  revision. 

‘ Final  check  ot  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  l,  1968. 
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TABLE  21 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  PROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1960 


Faceva,uc(}?~'-; 

ami  malurity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,000 

1,000 

$5,  000 
5,  000 

$10, 000 
10,  000 

j Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

(2)  From  issue 

(3)  From  each 

Period  of  lime  bond  Is  hold  after  issue  date  I 

(I)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination  I 

date  to  each 

interest  pay- 

interest  pay- 

ment  date  to 

ment  date  | 

maturity 

1 $8.  00  ! 

1 Perctnl 

P«rc<nf 

year 

>(12/1/60) 

$4.  00 

$40.  00 

$80.  00 

1.  60 

>3.  88 

1 year 

(6/1/61) 

7.  25 

1 14.50 

72.  50 

145.  00 

2.  25 

>3.  95 

IK  years 

........(12/1/61) 

8.  00 

16.  00 

80.  00 

160.  00 

2.  56 

> 4.  00 

2 years 

-(6/1/62) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

' • 2.  91 

M.  00 

2'/i  years 

(12/1/62) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  12 

>4.  00 

3 years.- 

(6/1/63) 

lO.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  26 

>4.  00 

3'A  years 

(12/1/63) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3,  30 

>4.  00 

4 years 

.... (6/1/64) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  44 

>4.  00 

iA  years 

(12/1/64) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  49 

>4.  00 

5 years 

(6/1/65) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  54 

M.  00 

5'/i  years 

(12/1/65) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  58 

« 4.  40 

G years 

-(6/1/66) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  62 

‘ 4.  44 

years 

(12/1/66) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

, 3. 65 

< 4.  50 

7 years 

(6/1/67) 

10.  70 

21.  40 

107.  00 

214.  00 

1 3. 69 

« 4.  54 

years 

(12/1/67) 

10.  70 

21.  40 

107.  00 

214.  00 

3.  72 

« 4.  60 

8 years 

(6/1/68) 

10.  70 

21.  40 

107.  00 

214.  00 

3.  75 

4.  78 

years 

(12/1/68) 

10.  70 

21.  40 

107.  00 

214.  00 

3.  78 

4.  96 

9 years 

(6/1/69) 

12.  05 

24.  10 

120.  50 

241.  00 

3.  83 

5.  03 

91-5  years 

(12/1/09) 

12.  05 

24.  10 

120.  50 

i 241.  00 

3.  87 

; 5,  24 

10  years  (maturily)*.... 

(6/1/70) 

13.  09 

26.  18 

130.  90 

1 261. 80 

3.  93 

■ M nil  limns,  except  Hint  bond  %vas  not  redccnmblc  <Uinii|$  Itrsl  C iiiontlis- 

» MoiHh,  day,  and  year  on  which  inicmsi  dwelt  Is  payable  on  bsties  of  June  1. 1■->00.  For  siibsc(|iiciit  issue  monllis  ndil  Hie  appropriate  numbor  of  moHllis. 
’ Yield  on  face  vnlue  from  eneh  interest  payinenl  date  lo  innuiriiy  bnscrl  on  lUesdu'duleof  inutresldiccks  prior  lo  the  December  I.  I0U5  revision- 

* Yield  on  face  value  from  end)  Interest  payment  dale  to  maiuriiy  based  on  the  schedule  ofinleresl  ehecks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1900  revision. 

* I'inul  el)0Ck  at  mauirily  imtn  oved  by  revision  of  June  1. 1%8. 


TABLE  22 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  PROM  DECEMBER  1,1960  THROUGH  MAY  1,1961 


Face  value 

Issue  price 

Redemption'  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,  000 
1,000 

$5,  000 
5,  000 

$10,  000 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment  yield 
on  foce  value 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  issue  date 

(1)  Amounts oflntcrest  cheeks  for  each  denomination 

date  to  each 

interest  pay* 

ment  date  to 

ment  date 

maturity 

PeruTU 

A year 

’(6/1/61) 

$4.00 

$8.  00 

$40.  00 

$80.  00 

1.  60, 

»3.  88 

1 year 

(12/1/61) 

7.  25 

14.  50 

72,  50 

145.  00 

2.  25 

53.  95 

1)5  years... 

(6/1/02) 

8.  00 

16.  00 

80,  00 

160.  00 

2.  56 

>4.  00 

2 years 

(12/1/62) 

10.00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

2.  91 

»4.  00 

2)5  years... 

(6/1/63) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

1 00.  00 

200.  00 

3.  12 

>4.00 

3 years 

(12/1/63) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  26 

»4.  00 

3}i  years. -- 

(6/1/64) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

1 00.  00 

200.  00 

3.  36 

>4.  00 

4 years 

- ,...(12/1/64) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  44 

94. 00 

4)4  years... 

(6/1/65) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  49 

94.  00 

5 years 

(12/1/65) 

!0.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  54 

* 4.  40 

5)4  years... 

(6/1/66) 

10  20 

20.  40 

1 02.  00 

204.  00 

3.  58 

M.  44 

6 years 

(12/1/66) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  62 

♦4.  49 

6)4  years... 

...(6/1/67) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  65 

<4.56 

7 years 

(12/1/67) 

11.  00 

22.  00 

no.  00 

220.  00 

3.  70 

*4.38 

7)4  years... 

(6/1/68) 

11.  00 

22.  00 

no.  00 

220.  00 

3.  74 

4.  72 

S years 

(12/1/68) 

11.00 

22.  00 

no.  00 

220.  00 

3.  78 

4 81 

8)4  years... 

(6/1/69) 

11.  00 

22.  00 

no.  00 

22a  00 

3.  81 

4 95 

9 years 

(12/1/69) 

11.  95 

23.  90 

119.  50 

239.  00 

3.  85 

5.04 

9)4  years... 

-(6/1/70) 

11.  95 

23.  90 

119.  50 

239.  00 

3.  89 

5.  31 

10  years  (maturity)® (12/1/70) 

13.  27 

26.  54 

132.  70 

265.  40 

3. 95 

■ At  all  times,  except  that  bond  was  not  rcdcemoble  during  first  6 months. 

3 Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  interest  check  is  payable  on  issues  of  December  1,1900.  For  subscciuent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
3 Yield  on  face  value  from  each  Interest  iMyment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  sclicdulc  of  interest  chucks  prior  to  the  December  1, 1965  revision. 

* Yield  on  face  value  from  each  Interest  payment  date  lo  maturity  hosed  on  the  schedule  of  Interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1963  revision, 
t Final  check  at  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1,  1968. 
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TABLE  23 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1961 


FnfP  P”'®- - 

^IRedempfion'  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1.  000 
1,000 

$5,  000 
5,000 

$10, 000 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment  yield 
on  face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  issue  date 

interest  pay- 

interest  pay* 

ment  date  to 

ment  dato 

maturity 

Percent 

3^  year 

’(12/1/61) 

$4.  00 

$&  00 

$40.  00 

$80.  00 

1.  60 

8 3.  88 

1 year 

(6/1/62) 

7.  25 

14.  50 

72.  50 

145.  00 

2.  25 

*3.  95 

years 

(12/1/62) 

8.  00 

16.  00 

80.00 

160.  00 

2.  56 

8 4.  00 

2 years - 

(6/1/63) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.00 

200.  00 

2.  91 

8 4.  00 

2'/2  years 

(12/1/63) 

10.00 

20.00 

100.  00 

200.00 

3.  12 

3 4.  00 

3 years 

(6/1/64) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.00 

200.  00 

3.  26 

3 4.  00 

ZYt  years 

(12/1/64) 

10.  00 

20.00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  36 

8 4.  00 

4 years 

(6/1/65) 

10.  00 

20.00 

100.00 

200.  00 

3.  44 

8 4.  00 

4)4  years 

(12/1/65) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.00 

200.  00 

3.  49 

* 4.  40 

5 years 

(6/1/66) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  55 

* 4.  44 

5Y  years 

(.12/1/66) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  59 

* 4.  48 

6 years 

(6/1/67) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  63 

* 4.  64 

6K  years 

(12/1/67) 

10. 

21.  70 

108.  50 

217.  00 

3.  68 

*4.  67 

7 years 

(6/1/68) 

10.  85 

21.  70 

loa  50 

217.  00 

3.  72 

4.  71 

lYi  years 

(12/1/68) 

10.  85 

21.  70 

108.  50 

217.  00 

3.  75 

4.  79 

8 years 

(6/1/69) 

U.  35 

22.  70 

113.  50 

227.  00 

3.'80 

4.  85 

8K  years 

(12/1/69) 

11.  35 

22.  70 

113.  50 

227.  00 

3.  83 

4.  96 

9 years 

- (6/1/70) 

11.  35 

22.  70 

113.  50 

227,  00 

3.  87 

5. 18 

9>i  years 

(12/1/70) 

12.  15 

24.  30 

121.  50 

243.  00 

3.  91 

5.  50 

10  years  (maturity)^ 

(6/1/71) 

13.7.5 

27.  50 

137.  50 

275.  00 

3.  97 

' At  nl!  limes,  except  ttiat  bond  was  not  rcdcomftblc  during  first  6 months. 

t Month,  day,  ond  yeor  on  which  interest  check  Is  payable  on  issues  of  June  1. 1461.  For  subsequent  issue  montlu  odd  the  approprioto  number  of  months. 
^ Yield  on  fnce  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  Decomber  l,  1665  revision. 

* Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interasl  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  tho  Juno  1, 1908  revision. 

< Final  check  at  inatority  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 1968. 


TABLE  24 

BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  19S1  THROUGH  MAY  I.  1962 


p...  „oi, ../Issue  price 

r cv  ‘^®\Hedemp(iOf\ ' and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$5,000 
5, 000  j 

Approximnte  investment  yield 
on  face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  issue  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  Interest  cheeks  each  denomination 

(2)  From  issue 
date  to  each 
liilcrcst  pay- 
ment date 

(3)  From  each 
interest  pay- 
ment date  to 
maturity 

Kyear ’(6/1/62) 

1 year (12/1/02) 

years (6/1/63) 

2 years (12/1/63) 

2%  years----.-...--.-........--. (6/1/64) 

3 years (12/1/64) 

Z'/i  years (0/1/65) 

4 years (12/1/65)  i 

4).^  years (6/1/66) 

5 years (12/1/66)  ! 

5H  years (6/1/67) 

6 years - - (12/1/67) 

6K  years (6/1/68) 

7 years (12/1/68) 

I'/z  years (6/1/69) 

8 years (12/1/69) 

Z'A  years (6/1/70) 

9 years (12/1/70) 

9'/?.  years (6/1/71) 

10  years  (maturity)* (12/1/71) 

$4.  00 

7.  25 

8.  00 
10.00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  00 
10.  20 
10.  20 
10.  20 
10.  75 
10.  75  1 

10.  75 

11.  25  1 
11.  25 

11.  25 

12.  00 
12.  00 
13.  89 

$8.00 
14.  50 
16.00 
20.00 
20.  00 
20.00 
20.  00 
20.00 
20.  40 
20.  40 

20.  40 

21.  50 
21.  50 

21.  50 

22.  50 
22.  50 
22.  50 
24.  00 
24.  00 
27.78 

$40.  00 
72.50 
80.  00 
100.00 
100.  00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.  00 
102.  00 
102.00 
102.  00  j 
107.  50 
107.  50  ' 
107.  50 
112.  50 
112.  50  1 
112.  50 
120.  00 
120.  00 
138. 90 

$80.  00 
145.  00 
160.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
204.  00 
204.  00 
204.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
225.  00 
225.  00 
225.  00 
240.  00  1 
240.  00  1 
277.  80 

Pertent 
1.  60 
2.  25 
2.  56 

2.  91 

3.  12 
3.  26 
3.  36 
3.  44 
3.  50 
3.  56 
3.  60 
3.  65 
3.  69 
3.  73 
3.  78 
3.  82 
3.  85 
3.  89 
3.  93 
4. 00 

Pertent 

8 3.  88 
8 3.  05 
8 4.  00 
8 4.  00 
8 4.  00 
8 4.  00 
8 4.  00 
« 4.  40 

* 4.  43 
« 4.  47 
« 4.  52 

* 4.  55 
4.  69 
4.  76 
4.  82 

4.  90 

5.  05 
5.  17 
5.  56 

I At  oil  times,  except  that  bond  wo>s  not  redeemable  during  first  6 months. 

3 Moalh,  day,  and  year  on  which  interest  check  Is  payable  on  Issues  of  December  1, 1001.  For  subsequent  Issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of 
nths. 

s Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  December  1, 1065  revision. 

• Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  Interop  j^iecks  prior  to  the  June  1,  J968  rcTlsion. 
s Final  check  at  maturity  Improved  by  revision  of  June  1,  1968. 
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TABLE  25 


BONDS  BEAJUNG  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1962 


Fnee  voluel'f  1' 

iKcdeinplioii 

and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,000 

1,000 

$5,  000 
5,  000 

$10, 000 
10, 000 

Approximate  investment  yield 
on  face  value 

(2)  From  issue 

(3)  From  each 

rcrioti  of  lime  bond  is  held  afler  issue  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

date  to  caclt 

interest  pay- 

interest  pay- 

ment  date  to 

meat  dote 

maturity 

Fercent 

Percent 

Yz  vear 

- M12/1/62) 

$4.00 

S8.00 

$40.  00 

S80.  00 

1.  60 

® 3.  88 

1 year 

(6/1/03) 

7.  25 

14.  50 

72.  50 

145.  00 

2.  25 

* 3.  95 

] '/i  years 

(12/1/63) 

8.  00 

16.  00 

80.  00 

160.  00 

2.  56 

3 4.  00 

2 years 

-(6/1/64) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

2.  91 

3 4.  00 

2'A  years 

(12/1/64) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  12 

3 4.  00 

3 years 

--.-(6/1/65) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

,3.  26 

3 4.  00 

2Y2  years 

(12/1/05) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  36 

*A.  40 

4 years 

.--.(6/1/66) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  45 

* 4.  43 

4>^  years 

(12/1/66) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  51 

* 4.  47 

5 years.. 

(6/1/67) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  56 

< 4.  51 

HY'i  years...  

- (12/1/67) 

10  65 

21.  30 

106.  50 

213.  00 

3.  62 

« 4.  54 

(5  vears 

-..(6/1/68) 

10.  65 

21.  30 

106.  50 

213.  00 

3.  67 

4.  68 

(iYi  years 

(12/1/68) 

10.  65 

21.  30 

106.  50 

213.  00 

3.  71 

4.  75 

7 j^ears 

--(6/1/69) 

11.  25 

22.  50 

112.  50 

225.  00 

3.  76 

4.  79 

’/Yi  years 

(12/1/69) 

11.  25 

22.50 

112.  50 

225.  00 

3.  80 

4.  85 

8 years - 

(6/1/70) 

11.  25 

22.  SO 

112.  50 

225.  00 

3.  84 

4.  95 

SYi  years 

(12/1/70) 

11.  25 

22.  50 

112.  50 

225.  00 

3.  87 

5.  10 

9 years 

- (6/1/71) 

12.  05 

24.  10 

120.  50 

241.  00 

3.  91 

5.  25 

9^^  vears 

(12/1/71) 

12.05 

24.  10 

120.  50 

241.  00 

3.  95 

5.  69 

10  years  (maturity)* ... 

(6/1/72) 

14.  23 

28.46 

142.  30 

284.  60 

4.02 

< At  all  timns,  oxccpt  lliat  bond  was  not  rcdccmoblo  during  first  6 months. 

t MoiUli,  day.  and  year  on  which  interest  check  is  payable  on  Issues  of  June  1, 1902.  For  subsequent  issue  months  odd  the  opproprioto  number  of  months. 
3 Vfeld  on  face  value  from  each  mterest  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  chocks  prior  to  the  IDcccinbcr  1,  1065  revision. 

* Vicldon  face  value  from  each  into'cst  payment  ditto  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  ofintcrest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1,  1968  revision, 
t I'inal  clieck  at  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  Juno  1, 10G8. 


TABLE  26 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  1962  THROUGH  MAV  1.  1963 


.s/Issuc  price 

1 acc  '^•**''®\llcdcmpilon'  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,000 

1,000 

$5,  000 
5, 000 

$10. 000 
10, 000 

Approximate  investment  yield 
on  face  value 

I'oriod  of  lime  bond  is  licid  after  issue  dale 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  cheeks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  issue 
date  to  each 
Interest  pay* 
ment  dnto 

(3)  From  each 
interest  pay* 
piont  date  to 
maturity 

3/iyear »(6/l/03) 

1 year (12/1/63) 

V/i  years - (6/1/64) 

2 years (12/1/04) 

2^^  years (6/1/65) 

3 years (12/1/65) 

V/z  years (6/1/66) 

4 years (12/1/66) 

<l'A  years (6/1/67) 

5 years (12/1/67) 

bY2  years (6/1/68) 

6 years.' (12/1/68) 

QYi  years (6/1/69) 

7 years (12/1/69) 

7Yz  years (6/1/70) 

8 years (12/1/70) 

8>^  years (6/1/71) 

9 years (12/1/71) 

OY2  years ..(6/1/72) 

10  years  (maturity)* (I2/1/V2) 

$4.  00 
7.  25 
8.00 
10  00 
10.00 
10.00 
10.20 
10.  20 
10.20 
10.  00 
10.  60 
10.  60 
11.  15 
11.  15 
11.  15 
11.  15 
11.  95 
11.  95 
11.  95 
14.  43 

$8.00 
14.  50 
16.  00 
20.  00 
20.  00 
20.00 
20.  40 
20.40 

20.  40 

21.  20 
21.  20 
21.  20 
22.  30 
22.  30 
22.  30 

22.  30 

23.  90 
23.  90 
23.  90 
28.  86 

$40.  00 
72.  50 
80.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
100.  00 
102.  00 
102.  00 
102.  00 
106.  00 
106.  00 
106.  00 
in.  50 
111.  50 
ill.  50 
111.  50 
119.  50 
119.  50 
119.  50 
144.30 

$80.  00 
145.  00 
160.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
200.  00 
204.  00 
204.  00 
204.  00 
212.  00 
212.  00 
212.  00 
223.  00 
223.  00 
223.  00 
223.  00 
239.  00 

239.  00 

239.  00 
288.  60 

Percent 
1.  60 
2.  25 
2.  56 

2.  91 

3.  12 
3.  26 
3.  37 
3.  45 
3.  52 
3.  58 
3.  64 
3.  68 
3.  74 
3.  78 
3.  82 
3.  85 
3.  90 
3.  94 
3.  98 
4.05 

Percent 

*3.  88 
«3.  95 
«4.  00 
M.  00 
84.  00 

* 4.  40 
*4.  43 

* 4.  46 
< 4.  50 
*4.  53 

4.  67 
4.  73 
4.  77 
4.  82 

4.  90 

5.  02 
5.  10 
5.  27 
5.  77 

’ At  all  times,  except  llitu  noiKl  was  not  rcaccmnbic  during  first  C mouths. 

• Mon  til,  day,  aiul  year  on  which  iiUcrcsi  check  is  payable  on  issucsofl.tcccmber  I,  IOC2.  For  subscrpicnt  Issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  monllis. 
3 ^'idd  <in  faec  value  from  each  intcicst  pnyincnt  dale  to  maturity  Iniscd  on  the  sclieduic  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  December  1,  1965  revision. 

* Yield  on  face  value  from  cacli  interest  piiyincnt  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  cheeks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1968  revision. 

> Filial  chock  at  inaUirity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1,  1068. 
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TABLE  27 


DONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  I,  1963 


(Issue  price 

$500 

$1,000 

$5.  000 

$10,000  ^ 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 

Utedemplion'  and  maturity  value. 

500 

1,000 

5.  000 

10,  000 

face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  Is  held  after  issue  dale.  I 

date  10  each 

interest  pay- 

interest  pay- 

jiicnt  date  to 

ment  date 

maturity 

Percent 

Percenl 

K vear 

'(12/1/G3) 

S4.  00 

00 

$40.  00  ' 

$80.  00 

1.  60 

3 3.  88 

1 year 

- (6/1/64) 

7.  25 

14.  50 

72.  50 

145.  00 

2.  25 

3 3.  95 

V/i  years... 

(12/1/64) 

8.  00 

16.  00 

80.  00 

ICO.  00 

2.  56 

3 4.  00 

2 years 

- (6/J/65) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00  ’ 

200.  00 

2.  91 

3 4.  00 

years... 

(12/1/65) 

10.  00 

20.  00 

100.  00 

200.  00 

3.  12 

* 4.  40 

3 years 

-(6/1/G6) 

10.  20 

1 20. 40 

102.  00  1 

204.  00 

, 3. 27 

* 4.  43 

Z'A  years... 

(12/1/00) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.00  ' 

204.  00 

1 3. 38 

« 4.  46 

4 years 

(0/1/07) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  46 

< 4.  49 

4.A  years... 

(12/J/67) 

1 10. 55 

21.  10 

105.  50 

211.  00 

1 3.  54 

< 4.  52 

5 years 

(6/1/68) 

! 10.  55 

21.  10 

105.  50 

21 1.  00 

3.  60 

4.  66 

5A  years... 

(12/1/68) 

10.  55 

21.  10 

105.  50 

211.  00 

1 3.  65 

4.  71 

6 years 

(6/1/69) 

11.  10 

22.  20 

111.  00 

222.  00 

3.  71 

4.  75 

^'/i  years... 

(12/1/09) 

11.  10  I 

22.  20 

111.00 

222.  00 

3.  76 

4.  80 

7 years 

(6/1/70) 

11.  10 

22.  20 

111.00  1 

222.  00 

3.  80 

4.  86 

'/A  years... 

(12/1/70) 

11.  10 

! 22. 20 

111.  00 

222.  00 

1 3.  84 

4.  95 

8 years 

(6/1/71) 

11.  10  1 

! 22.  20 

111.  00 

222.  00 

3.  87 

5.  09 

SA  years... 

(12/1/71) 

12.  05  i 

1 24.  10 

120.  50 

241.  00 

3.  92 

6.  18 

9 years 

--(6/1/72) 

12.  05 

24.  10 

120.  50 

241.  00 

3.  96 

5.  37 

i)A  years... 

(12/1/72) 

12.  05 

i 24.  10 

120.  50 

241.  00 

4.  00 

5.  94 

10  years  (malurity)*.... (6/1/73)  | 

14.  84 

29.68 

148.  40 

296.  80 

4.08 

> A t nil  times,  except  thot  bond  was  not  redeemable  during  first  6 months. 

* Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  interest  check  is  payable  on  issues  of  June  1.  1963.  For  subsequent  issue  mrmths  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
^ Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  mainiity  based  on  thescliedulc  of  Interest  checks  prior  to  the  December  1. 1965  revision. 

< Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  dale  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  pnor  to  the  June  1,  1068  revision. 

* Final  check  at  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 1968. 


TABLE  28 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  19G3  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1964 


and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,000 

1,000 

$.5, 000 
5,  000 

$10,  000 
10.000 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

(3)  From  each 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  c.nch  denomination 

date  to  each  ' 

interest  pay- 

interest  pay-  1 

ment  date  to 

mcntdaio 

maturity 

Percent 

Percent 

*(6/1/64) 

$4.  00  ! 

$8.00 

$40.  00 

$80.  00 

1.  60 

* 3.  88 

(12/1/04) 

7.  2.5 

14.  .50 

72.  .50  1 

145-  00 

2.  25 

® 3.  95 

lA  years 

(6/1/65) 

8.  00 

16.  00  1 

SO.  00 

160.  00 

2.  56  i 

5 4.  00 

2 years 

(12/1/63) 

10.  00 

20.00  1 

100.  00  ' 

200.  00 

2.  91 

« 4.  40 

(6/1/06) 

10.  20 

20-  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  14 

* 4.  43 

3 years 

(12/1/66) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  29 

« 4.  46 

ZA  years 

(6/1/67) 

10.  20 

20.40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  39 

M.  49 

4 years 

(12/1/67) 

to.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  47 

* 4.  53 

4A  vears 

(6/1/68) 

10.  7.5 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  56 

4.  65 

5 years 

(12/1/68) 

to.  75 

21.  50 

107.  .50  , 

215.  00 

3.  63 

4.  69 

yeare 

(6/1/69) 

10.  7.5 

21.  .50  1 

107.  .50  1 

21.5.  00 

3.  68 

4.  74 

6 years 

(12/1/09) 

10.  7.5 

21.  50 

107.  .50  ' 

21.5.  00 

3.  73 

4.  80 

6^  years 

(6/1/70) 

J1.25 

22.  .50 

112.  .50 

225.  00 

3.  78 

4.  85 

7 years 

(12/1/70) 

11.  2.5 

22.  50 

1 12.  50 

22.5.  00 

3.  S3 

4.  92 

7Ai  years 

(6/1/71) 

11.  25 

22.  50 

112.  50 

22.5.  00 

3.  86 

5.  01 

8 years 

(12/1/71) 

11-  25 

22.  50 

1 12.  50 

22.5.  00 

3.  90 

.5.  14 

8)^  years 

(0/1/72) 

12.  10 

24.  20 

121.  00 

242.  00 

i 3. 94 

.5.  24 

9 years. 

(12/1/72) 

12.  10 

24.  20 

121.  00 

242.  00 

3.  99 

5.  45 

9>^  years 

(6/ 1/7.3) 

12.  10 

21.  20 

121.00 

242.  00 

; 4. 02 

6.  08 

10  years  (maturity)* 

- (12/1/73) 

1.5.  21 

30.  42 

152. 10 

304,  20 

1 4.  11 

■ At  all  times,  except  iliul  bon<l  was  not  redo-nuildc  during  first  G niontlis. 

■ Moiuli.dnv,  mid  yearon  wlilcli  iiiti-ri'Sl  check  is  payable  on  issuesof  Deccmljcrl,  1963.  For  subsequent  issue  inonllis.Tdd  the  np])iopiialc  mini  Ike  of  months. 
) Yield  on  face  valiic  from  each  iiiioi  '-st  pay  iiieiit  date  to  maiiiriiy  intsed  on  the  schedule  of  interest  cliccks  prior  to  llio  December  1, 1'.iCS  revision. 

* Yield  on  face  value  from  each  inlercsl  puyineia  date  to  iiiaiurily  ijosed  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 19C8  revision. 

* Final  check  at  maturity  iminovcd  by  revision  of  June  1, 1'JGS. 


318-223—69 ^16 
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TABLE  29 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  PROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1964 


Faceva.ue{*„"- 

' and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1, 000 
1,  000 

$5, 000 
5, 000 

$10, 000 
10, 000 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

(2)  From  issue 

(3)  From  each 

Feriod  of  time  bond  is  held  after  Issue  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  cheeks  for  each  denomination 

date  to  eaci) 

interest  pay- 

i 

ment  dale 

malurity 

Percent 

Perunt 

Y2  year 

- ’(12/1/64) 

$4.  00 

$8.  00 

$40.  00 

$80.  00 

1.  60 

33.  88 

1 year 

(6/1/65) 

i 7.25 

14.  50 

72.  50 

14.5.  00 

2.  25 

33.  95 

V/i  years 

(12/1/65) 

8.00 

16.  00 

80.  00 

160.  00 

2.  56 

* 4.  40 

2 years 

—.(6/1/66) 

1 10. 20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

2.  93 

« 4.  42 

2Yi  years 

- -(12/1/66) 

1 10. 20 

20.40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  15 

« 4.  45 

3 years.  

(6/1/67) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  30 

< 4.  48 

3H  yeai-s 

(12/1/67) 

10.  20 

20.40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

3.  41 

* 4.  52 

4 years 

(6/1/68) 

1 10. 70 

21.  40  1 

107.  00 

214.  00 

1 3.  51 

4 64 

4)4  years 

(12/1/68) 

10.  70 

21.  40  j 

107.  00 

214.  00 

3.  59 

4.  68 

(6/1/69) 

10.  70 

21.40  1 

107.  00 

214.  00 

3.  65 

4.  72 

-(12/1/69) 

10.  70 

21.  40 

107.  00 

214.  00 

1 3. 70 

1 4. 78 

6 years 

(6/1/79) 

11.  20 

22.  40 

112.  00 

224.  00 

■ 3. 76 

1 4. 82 

6^  years 

-(12/1/70) 

11.  20 

22.  40 

112.  00 

224.  00 

3.  81 

4.  87 

7 years 

-(6/1/71) 

11.20 

22.40 

112.  00 

224.  00 

1 3. 85 

4.  94 

7)^  years 

(12/1/71) 

11.20 

22.  40 

112.  00 

224.  00 

3.  89 

1 5. 04 

8 years 

(6/1/72) 

11.20 

22.  40 

112.  00 

224.  00 

3.  92 

5.  19 

SH  years 

- (12/1/72) 

12.  15 

24.  30 

121.  50 

243.  00 

3.  96 

1 5. 31 

9 years 

(6/1/73) 

12.  15 

24.  30 

121.  50 

243.  00 

4.  01. 

5.  54 

9>i  years 

— (12/1/73) 

12.  15 

24.  30 

121.  50 

243.  00 

4.  04 

6.  23 

f6/l/741 

15. 58 

31. 16 

155. 80 

311.60 

4. 13 

1 

' At  all  limes,  oiccpt  that  bond  wns  not  redceinnblc  during  first  6 months. 

i Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  interest  chcci;  is  payable  on  issues  of  June  1, 1961.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
> Yield  on  face  value  from  coch  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  l>ase<l  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  December  1, 1966  revision. 

* Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  inioresc  checks  prior  to  the  June  1,  1968  revision. 

• Final  check  at  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June ),  1966. 
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TABLE  30 


BONDS  BEABING  ISSUE  DATES  FBOM  DECEMBER  1,  19G4  THROUGH  MAY  1,  19G5 


Face  vaiuc/^®®“®  P”®® 

IKcdcniption  ' and  maturity  value. 

$.500 

500 

$1,000 
1 1,000 

1 

$.5,  000 
5.  000 

$10,000 
10,  000 

.\pproximntc  investment  yield 
on  face  value 

Period  of  lime  bond  is  held  after  issue  date 

(I)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  eocli  denomination 

(2)  From  issue 
date  to  each 
iiUerest  pay- 
ment date 

(3)  From  each 
interest  pay- 
ment date  to 
maturity 

K year 2(6/1/05)  j 

1 year (12/1/05) 

V/i  years (6/1/66) 

2 years (12/1/66)  ! 

2%  years (6/1/67) 

3 years (12/1/67) 

3M  years (0/1/6S)  : 

4 years (12/1/6S) 

4H  years (6/1/60)  ' 

5 years (12/1/60) 

years (6/1/70) 

6 years (12/1/70) 

6)^  years (0/1/71) 

7 years (12/1/71) 

7'A  years (6/1/72) 

8 years (12/1/72) 

8) i  years - ..(G/1/73) 

9 years. ..(] 2/1/73) 

9) i  years (6/1/74) 

10  years  (maturity)*  (12/1/74) 

$4.  00 
7.  25 
S.  20 
10.  20 
10.  20 
10.  20 
• 10.  6.5 
10.  65 
10.  65 
10.  65 

10.  65 

1 1.  35  1 
11.  35  ' 
11.  35  1 
11.  35  1 

11.  35 

12.  15 
12.  1.5  ' 
12.  15 
15.91  j 

00 
14.  50 
16.  40 
2t).  40 
20.  40 

20.  40 

21.  30 
21.  30 
21,  30 
21.  30 

21.  30 

22.  70 
22.  70 
22.  70 
22.  70 
22.  70 
24.  30 
24.  30 
24.  30 
31.82 

$40.  00 
72.  .50 
82.  00 
102.  00 
102.  00 
102.  00 
106.  .50 
106.  .50 
106.  .50 
106.  .50 
106.  .50 
113.  -50 
113.  00 
1 13.  .50 
U3.  .50 
1 13.  50 
121.  .50 
121.  .50 
121.50 
159. 10 

$S0.  00 
145.  00 
164.  00 
204.  00 
204.  00 
204.  00 

21.3.  00 

21.3.  00 
213.  00 
213.  00 
213.  00 
227.  00 
227.  00 
227.  00 
227.  00 
227.  00 
243.  00 
243.  00 
243.  00 
318.  20 

Percent 

1.  60 
2.  25 
2.  59 

2.  95 

3.  17 
3.  31 
3.  44 
3.  54 
3.  61 
3.  67 
3.  72 
.3.  78 
3.  S3 
.3.  88 
3.  91 
3.  95 

3.  99 

4.  03 
4.  07 
4.16 

Percent 
3 .3.  88 

« 4.  35 

* 4.  42 

< 4.  45 

‘ 4.  48 

* 4.  51 
4.  63 
4.  67 
4.  71 

i 4. 76 

4.  83 

, 4.86 

4.  92 

' 4. 98 

1 5.08 

5.  22 
5.  35 

5.  60 

6.  36 

* At  nil  times,  cxccDt  that  boiKl  was  not  l'•JOecm»blc  <.hirini;  (list  (>  inohllis. 

3 Moiuli,  doy,  and  year  on  wiilch  iniorcsi  dieck  Is  payable  on  Issues  of  DeconiMr  I.  I9G1.  Tor  sul>sc<)iient  issue  niontlis  add  the  appropi  iate  number  of 


tuns. 

1 Yield  on  foee  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  maturily  IxiscAi  on  (lie  scherliilc  of  interest  cliecits  prior  to  the  December  I.  lOUS  revision. 
« Yield  on  face  voluc  from  each  interest  payment  dale  to  mnlnriiy  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  cheeks  prior  to  Iho  June  1, 1908  revision. 

* Final  check  at  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 1903. 


TABLE  31 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  I THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  I9S5 


p...  „_i„. /Issue  price 

1 acc  ''8'«e)Redemp(ion'  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$K000 

1.000 

$5. 000 
5.  000 

$10,  000 
10, 000 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
taco  value 

(I)  Amounts  of  interest  cheeks  for  each  denomination 

dale  to  eoch 

interest  pay* 

interest  pay- 

ment  date  to 

incnt  date 

raaturity 

Percetu 

Percent 

M year 

....  >(12/1/65) 

S4.  00 

S8.  00 

$40.  00 

$80.  00 

1.  60 

M.  28 

1 year 

(6/1/66) 

7.  45 

14.  90 

74.  50 

149.  00 

2.  29 

»4.  37 

In  years 

(12/1/06) 

8.20 

16.  40 

82.  00 

164.  00 

2.  61 

M.  45 

2 years 

(6/1/67) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.  00 

204.  00 

2.  97 

>4.47 

2)1  years 

(12/1/07) 

10.  20 

20.  40 

102.00 

204.  00 

3.  18 

M.  51 

3 years 

(0/1 /OS) 

10.  00 

21.  20 

106.  00 

212,  00 

a 35 

4.  63 

Z'A  ycare 

(12/1/68) 

10.60 

21.  20 

106.  00 

212.  00 

a 47 

4.  66 

(0/1/09) 

10.  60 

21.  20 

106.  00 

212.  00 

3.  56 

4.70 

(12/1/69) 

10,  60 

21.  20 

106.  00 

212.  00 

3.  63 

4.  75 

5 years 

(6/1/70) 

10.60 

21.  20 

106.  00 

212.  00 

3.  69 

4.  81 

5)^  years 

(12/1/70) 

11.  30 

22.  60 

iia  00 

226.  00 

3.  76 

4.  84 

6 years 

(6/1/71) 

11.  30 

22.  60 

iia  00 

226.  00 

a 81 

4.  89 

6)^  years 

(12/1/71) 

H.  30 

22.  60 

113.  00 

226.  00 

3.  86 

4.  95 

7 years 

(6/1/72) 

11.  30 

22.  00 

113.  00 

226.  00 

a 90 

5.  02 

I'/z  years 

(12/1/72) 

11.30 

22.  60 

113.  00 

226.  00 

3.  94 

5.  13 

8 years 

(6/1/73) 

12.  05 

24.  10 

120.  50 

241.  00 

a 98 

5.  21 

8'A  years 

(12/1/73) 

12.  05 

24.  10 

12a  50 

241.  00 

4.  02 

5.  35 

9 years 

(0/1/74) 

12.  05 

24.  10 

120.  50 

241.  00 

4.  06 

5.  63 

9)1  years 

(12/1/74) 

12.  05 

24.  10 

120.  50 

241.  00 

4.  09 

6.  46 

10  years  (maturity)* 

(6/1/75) 

16. 15 

32. 30 

161. 50 

323. 00 

4.  19 

) At  nil  limes,  except  that  bond  ^vas  not  redeemable  during  first  6 months. 

} Month,  day,  and  year  on  which  Interest  check  is  payable  on  issues  of  June  1, 1909.  Forsubsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
> Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 19G8  revision. 

* Final  check  at  maturity  Improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 19C8. 
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TABLE  32 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I,  1965  THROUGH  MAY  I,  1966 


1 $500 

[ 500 

1 $1,000  ; 

1 1,000 

$5,000 

5,000 

*/> 
© © 

© © 
©© 
© © 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

1 ’ and  maturity  value. 

(2)  From  issue 

(3)  From  each 

Period  of  time  bond  is 

held  after  issuo  dale 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

d tc  to  each  in- 

interest  payment 

tercst  payment  i 

date  to  maturity 

doto 

J^ercenl 

Perrent 

Vi  year 

--*(6/1/66) 

$5.  50 

$11.  00 

$55.  00  1 

$110.  00 

2.  20  1 

* 4.  27 

1 year 

(12/1/66) 

9.  70 

19.  40 

97.  00 

194.  00 

3.  03  1 

* 4.  30 

IJ'c  years 

(6/1/67) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  1 

215.  00 

3.  45  ' 

* 4.  30 

2 years 

(12/1/67) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  05 

* 4.  30 

2'/i  years 

-..(6/1/6$) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  1 

215.  00 

3.  78  : 

4.  40 

3 years 

(12/J/6S) 

10.75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  86 

4.  41 

'i'/i  years. 

--.(6/1/69) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  ! 

215.  00 

3.  92  ' 

4.  42 

4 years.. 

-(12/1/69) 

10.75 

21.  50 

107.  50  ' 

215.  00 

3.  96 

4.  43 

4'/i  years 

-(6/1/70) 

! 10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  1 

215.  00 

4.  00  i 

4.  44 

5 ycai-s 

---(12/1/70) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  1 

215.  00 

4.  03 

4.  46 

5J,i  years 

-(6/1/71) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

1 4.  05  i 

4.  48 

0 years.  

— (12/1/71) 

JO.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  ! 

215.  00 

4.  07 

4.  50 

years 

-—(6/1/72) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  1 

215.  00 

4.  08  1 

4.  53 

7 years 

(12/1/72) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  ' 

215.  00 

4.  10 

4.  58 

T'A  years 

(6/1/7.3) 

10.  75 

21.50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  11 

4.  64 

8 years 

(12/1/73) 

10.75 

21.50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  12  ! 

4.  72 

8}^  years 

(6/1/74) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  1 

215.  00 

1 4.  13  1 

4.87 

0 years 

.--- (12/1/74) 

10.75 

21.50 

107.  50  ' 

215.  00 

4.  13  1 

5.  17 

years 

- (6/1/75) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  14  ' 

6.  06 

10  years  (maturity)*... 

(12/1/75) 

15.14 

30. 28 

151.40 

302.  80 

1 

1 4.22 

1 

■ At  nil  times,  except  that  hond  wns  not  redeemable  during  first  G moiitlis- 

r Month,  dny.und  year  on  which  interusl  cheek  is  Pitynbicon  issues  of  Deeeinber  I,  I9G6.  For  subsequent  Issue  months  odd  the  opproprlute  number  of  months. 
3 Yield  on  face  vnlue  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  basi^  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  I,  I9US  revision. 

* Final  clicck  at  maturity  improved  by  rcrisio.i  of  June  1, 19G8. 


TABLE  33 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  PROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  I,  1966 


(Issue  price 

$500 

$1,  000 

$5,  000 

$10,  000 

Approximate  investment  yield 

(Redemption ' and  maturity  value. 

500 

1,000 

5,  000 

10,  000 

on  face  value 

Period  of  lime  bond  is  hold  after  issue  date 

(1)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  dcnominaiion 

daU  to  each 

interest  pay* 

mciU  date  to 

menl  date 

maturity 

Percent 

M year 

*(12/1/66) 

$5.  50 

$11.  00 

S55.  00 

$110.  00 

2.  20 

« 4.  27 

1 year 

(6/1/67) 

9.  70 

19.  40 

97.  00 

194.  00 

a 03 

M.  30 

VA  years.. 

(I2/I/67) 

10.75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

a 45 

3 4.  30 

2 vears... 

(6/1/6S) 

la  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  65 

4.  40 

2A  years.. 

(12/I/6S) 

10.75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  78 

4.  41 

3 years- - - 

(6/1/69) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  60 

215.  00 

3.  86 

4.  42 

Z'A  years.. 

(12/1/69) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  92 

4.  43 

4 years... 

(0/1/70) 

10.75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  96 

4.  44 

years-- 

(12/1/70) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  00 

4.  45 

5 years... 

(6/1/71) 

la  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  03 

4.  47 

^'A  years.. 

(12/I/7I) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  05 

4.  49 

0 years... 

(6/1/72) 

10  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  07 

4.  52 

6'/^  year.s.. 

(12/1/72) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  08 

4.  55 

7 years 

- .....(6/1/73) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215  00 

4.  10 

4.  60 

lYt  years... 

...02/1/73) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  11 

4.  66 

8 vears 

-(6/1/74) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215  00 

4.  12 

4.  76 

yc-ars... 

— (12/1/74) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215  00 

4.  13 

4.  92 

9 vears 

(6/1/75) 

la  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215  00 

4.  13 

5 24 

9Yi  years 

(12/1/75) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215  00 

4.  14 

0.  20 

10  years  (maturity)* (6/1/76) 

15.  49 

30.  98 

154.90 

309.  80 

4.23 

■ At  all  times,  except  that  bond  was  not  redeemable  during  first  G monllis. 

’ I'loiilli,  day,  and  year  on  which  ititercsl  check  is  payable  on  issues  of  June  1,1960.  For  subsequent  issue  monllis  add  the  appropriate  number  of  monllis. 
3 Yield  on  face  value  from  eacli  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  tlic  June  1,  1908  revision. 

* Final  clicck  at  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 1903. 
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TABLE  34 


BONDS  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  I,  1066  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1967 


Face  value' 

(Issue  price. . 
(Redemption' 

and  maturity  value. 

$500  i 
500  1 

1 $1,000 
I 1,000 

I $5, 000 
i 5, 000 

1 

$10,  000 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment  yield  on 
face  value 

(3)  From  each 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  issue  dale 

(1)  .Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  eacii  denomination  I 

date  to  each 

interest  pay- 

interest  pay- 

ment  dale  to 

iiicnt  date 

maturity 

1 $11.00 

Percent 

Percent 

Yz  vear 

’(0/1/67) 

1 $5.  50 

$55.  00 

! $110.00 

; 2.  20 

3 4.  27 

] year 

(12/1/67) 

9.  70 

1 19. 40 

97.00 

194.  00 

3.  03 

■ M.  30 

] 'A  years.. 

(6/1/68) 

10.  75 

1 21. 50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  45 

4.  40 

2 vciii's 

(12/1/68) 

1 10. 75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  05 

4.  41 

2'/>  years.. 

(0/1/69) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  78 

4.  42 

3 years 

(12/1/69) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  86 

4.  43 

'iA  years.. 

(6/1/70) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  92 

4.  44 

i years 

(12/1/70) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  96 

4.  45 

4'A  years.. 

(6/1/71) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  00 

4.  47 

5 vears 

(12/1/71) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.50 

215.  00 

4.  03 

4.  48 

6Az  vears.. 

(0/1/72) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  05 

4.  51 

()  vears 

(12/1/72) 

10.  75 

21.50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  07 

4.  53 

(>Ai  years.. 

(6/1/73) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  08 

4.  57 

7 years 

(12/1/73) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  10 

4.  62 

years. 

(6/1/74) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  11 

4.  60 

8 years 

(12/1/74) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  12 

4.  79 

&A  years.. 

(6/1/75) 

10.  75  : 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  13 

4.  90 

11  years 

(12/1/75) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  13  ' 

5.  30 

'^A  years.. 

(6/1/76)  1 

10.  75  1 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00  ! 

4.  14  1 

6.  34 

10  years  (maturity)' 

(12/1/76) 

15.84  I 

31.68 

158.  40 

316.80 

4.23  1 

> At  oil  times,  except  thBt  bond  was  not  redeemable  during  Arst  6 months. 

5 Month,  day,  niul  year  on  which  interest  cheek  is  payable  on  issues  of  December  I,  1006.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of 

lUllS. 

i Yield  on  face  value  from  each  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  the  schedule  of  interest  eliecks  prior  to  the  Juno  1, 1068  revision. 

* Final  cheek  at  maturity  Improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 1063. 


TABLE  35 


DONDS  GEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  JUNE  1 THROUGH  NOVEMBER  1,  1967 


Pari,  valui./*®®"'  1”''® 

race  a ““(Redemption  ‘ and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

$1,000 

1,000 

$5,  000 
5, 000 

$10. 000 
10,  000 

Approximate  investment  yield 
on  face  value 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  issue  dale 

0)  Amounts  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination 

(2)  From  issue 
date  to  each 
iiUcrest  pay- 
ment dato 

(3)  From  each 
Interest  pay- 
ment diitc  to 
maturity 

J^year »(12/l/67) 

1 year (6/1/6S) 

years (12/l/GS) 

2 years (6/1/69) 

2A  years (12/1/69) 

3 years (6/1/70) 

3A  years (12/1/70) 

4yc.ars (0/1/71) 

4A  years (12/1/71) 

5 years (6/1/72) 

5)^2  years (12/1/72) 

6 years. (6/1  /73) 

^A  years (12/1/73) 

7 vears (6/1/74) 

year.? (12/1/74) 

8 years (6/1/75) 

Sj.^  years (12/1/75) 

9 years (6/1/76) 

9H  years.. (12/1/76) 

10  years  (maturity)' (6/1/77) 

$5.  50 

9.  70 
10.  75 
10.75 
10.  75 
10.  7.5 
10.  75 
10.  75 
10.  75 
10.  75 
10.  75 
10.  75 
10.75 
10.  75 

10.  75 
JO.  75 
1.0.  75 
10.  75 
10.  75 
16.  20 

$11.  00 
19.  40 
21.  50 
21.  50 
21.  50 
2J.  50 
21.  50 
21.  50 
21.  50 
21.  50 
21.  50 
31.  50 
21.  50 
21.  50 
21.  50 
21.  50 
21.  50 
21.  50 
21.  50 
32.40 

$5.5.  00 
97.  00 
107.  50 
107.  50 
107.  50 
107.  50 
107.  50 
107.  50 
107.  50 
107.50 
107.  .50 
107.  50 
107.  50 
107.  50 
107.  50 
107.50 
107.  .50 
107.  50 
107.  50 
162.  00 

$110.  00 
194.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
215.  00 
324. 00 

Percent 
2.  20 
3.  03 
3.  45 
3.  65 
3.  78 
3.  86 
3.  92 

3.  96 

4.  00 
4.  03 
4.  06 
4.  07 
4.  08 
4.  10 
4.  11 
4.  12 
4.  13 
4.  13 
4.  14 
4.  24 

Percent 
3 4.  27 
4.  40 
4.  41 
4.  42 
4.  42 
4.  43 
4.  45 
4.  46 
4.  48 
4.  50 
4.  52 
4.  55 
4.  59 
4.  64 
4.  72 

4.  83 

5.  01 

5.  38 

6.  48 

■ At  all  times,  except  that  bond  was  not  redeemable  during  first  6 months. 

• Month,  (lay,  and  year  on  wliich  interest  chock  is.  payable  on  issues  of  June  1, 1%7.  For  subsequent  i^ue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  of  months. 
> Yield  on  face  value  from  cacli  interest  payment  date  to  maturity  based  on  Uic  schedule  of  interest  checks  prior  to  the  June  1, 1063  revision. 

< Final  check  at  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 19GS. 
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TABLE  36 


BONDS  BEABING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  DECEMBER  1,  1967  THROUGH  MAY  1,  1968 


Fate  

^iRedemption*  and  maturity  value. 

$500 

500 

1 

$1.  000 
1,  000 

$5,  000 
5.  000 

$10,  000 
10, 000 

Approximate  investment  yield 
on  face  value 

1 

1 

(2)  From  issue 

(3)  From  each 

Period  of  time  bond  is  held  after  Issue  date 

! (1)  AnuMiols  of  interest  checks  for  each  denomination  1 

date  to  each 

Interest  pay- 

interest  pay- 

ment  date  to 

ment  date 

maturity 

Percent 

Percent 

year 

’(6/1/68) 

S5.  5U 

$11.  00 

$55.  00 

$110.  00 

2.  20 

4.  37 

1 year 

(12/1/68) 

9.70 

19.  40 

97.  00 

194.  00 

3.  03  ! 

4.  41 

years . 

(6/1/69) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  45 

4.  41 

2 years 

02/1/69) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  65  ' 

4.  42 

years 

(6/1/70) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  78  ' 

4.  43 

3 years 

(12/1/70) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  86 

4.  44 

Z)i  years 

(6/1/71) 

10.  75 

21.50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  92 

4.  46 

4 years 

(12/1/71) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

3.  96 

4.  47 

years 

(6/1/72) 

)0.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  00 

4.  49 

5 years 

(12/1/72) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  , 

215.  00 

4.  03  , 

4.  51 

51-1  years 

(6/1/73) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  ! 

215.  00 

4.  05  ' 

4.  54 

6 years 

(12/1/73) 

10.  75 

21.50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  07  1 

4 57 

years 

(6/1/74) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50  : 

215.  00 

4.  08 

4 61 

7 years - 

(12/1/74) 

10.  75 

21.50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  10 

4 67 

lYi  years 

(6/1/75) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  11 

4.  74 

8 years 

(12/1/75) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  12 

4 86 

years 

(6/1/76) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  13 

5.  06 

9 years 

(12/1/76)  : 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107.  50 

215.  00 

4.  13 

5.  45 

years 

(6/1/77) 

10.  75 

21.  50 

107,  50 

215.  00 

4.  14  i 

6.  63 

10  years  (maturity)^ 

(12/1/77) 

16.  57 

33.14  , 

165.70 

331.  40 

4.24  1 

> At  ell  timos,  except  thnt  bond  wns  not  reciccmebic  dnrine  first  6 months. 

9 Month,  dey,  end  ycer  on  which  Interest  chock  tspayeblcon  issucsol  December  1, 1967.  For  subsequent  issue  months  add  the  appropriate  number  ol  months. 
i Final  cheek  at  maturity  improved  by  revision  of  June  1, 19C$. 


Exhibit  8. — Department  Circular,  Public  Debt  Series  No.  3-67,  Revised,  June  19, 
1968,  offering  of  United  States  savings  notes 

Treasurt  Department, 
Washington,  June  19, 1968. 

Treasury  Department  Circular,  Public  Debt  Series  No.  3-67,  dated  February 
22,  1967,  including  the  table  incorporated  therein  (31  CFB  342),  is  hereby 
amended  and  reissued  as  Treasury  Department  Circular,  Public  Debt  Series  No. 
3-67,  Revised. 

Authoritv  : Secs.  342.0  through  342.9  and  the  tables  incorporated  in  the  cir- 
cular are  issued  under  authority  of  Sections  18  and  20  of  the  Second  Liberty 
Bond  Act,  as  amended  (40  Stat.  1304,  48  Stat.  343,  both  as  amended ; 31  U.S.C. 
753,754b). 

Sec.  342.0.  Offering  of  notes. — The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  hereby  offers  for 
sale  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  United  States  Savings  Notes  (also  known 
as  “Freedom  Shares”  and  generally  referred  to  herein  as  “savings  notes”  or 
“notes”).  The  notes  may  be  purchased  only  in  combination  with  United  States 
Savings  Bonds  of  Series  E of  equal  or  greater  face  amounts.  This  offering, 
which  shall  be  effective  June  1,  1968,  will  continue  until  terminated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Sec.  342.1.  Definitions  of  words  and  terms  as  used  in  this  offer.— (a)  “Payroll 
savings  plan”  refers  to  a voluntary  program  maintained  by  an  employer  whereby 
its  participating  officers  and  employees  authorize  regular  withholdings  from 
their  salaries  or  wages  for  the  purchase  of  Series  E bonds. 

(b)  “Quarter”  refers  to  a 3-month  period  of  a year,  as  follows:  Jaiiuary- 
February-March,  April-May-June,  July-August-September,  or  October- 
November-December. 

Sec.  342.2.  Description  of  notes. — (a)  General. — Savings  notes  are  issued 
only  in  registered  form  and  are  nontransferable. 

(b)  Term. — A savings  note  will  be  dated  as  of  the  first  day  of  the  month  in 
which  payment  of  the  purchase  price  is  received  by  an  issuing  agent.^  This 
date  is  the  issue  date  and  the  note  will  mature  and  be  payable  at  its  maturity 
value  4 years  and  6 months  from  such  issue  date.  The  note  may  not  be  called  for 
redemption  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  prior  to  maturity,  and  is  not 
redeemable  during  the  first  year  from  issue  date.  Thereafter,  the  note  may  be 
redeemed  at  fixed  redemption  values  at  the  option  and  request  of  the  owner. 


’ Generally,  Incorporated  banks,  trust  companies  and  other  agencies  as  have  been  duly 
qualified  as  Issuing  agents  of  Scries  E bonds. 
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(c)  Denominations — prices — investment  yield  (interest). — Savings  notes  are 
issued  on  a discount  basis.  The  denominations  and  purchase  prices  are: 

Purchase 


Denomination  (doZZors) 

$25  20.  25 

$50  40.  50 

$75 60.75 

$100 81.  00 


Interest  wili  be  paid  as  a part  of  the  redemption  value.  A note  will  increase 
in  value  one  year  after  issue  date  and  at  the  beginning  of  each  haif-year  period 
thereafter  until  maturity,  at  which  time  interest  will  cease.  Interest  on  a 
note  redeemed  before  maturity  will  cease  at  the  end  of  the  interest  period  next 
preceding  the  redemption  date,  except  that  if  redeemed  on  a date  on  which  the 
redemption  value  increases,  interest  will  cease  on  that  date. 

(1)  Notes  with  issue  dates  June  1, 1968,  or  thereafter. — The  investment  yield 
on  a savings  note  with  issue  date  of  June  1,  1068,  or  thereafter,  will  be  approxi- 
mately 5 percent  per  annum  compounded  semiannually,  if  the  note  is  held  to 
maturity,  but  the  yield  will  be  less  if  the  note  is  redeemed  prior  to  maturity 
(see  Table  1). 

(2)  Notes  with  issue  dates  May  1, 1967,  through  May  1, 1968. — ^The  Investment 
yield  on  savings  notes  with  issue  dates  of  May  1,  1967,  through  May  1,  1968,  if 
held  to  maturity,  will  be  4.74  percent  per  annum  compounded  semiannually,  but 
the  yield  will  be  less  if  the  notes  are  redeemed  earlier  (see  Table  2). 

(d)  Inscription  and  issue. — At  the  time  of  issue  the  authorized  issuing  agent 
will  (1)  Inscribe  on  the  face  of  each  note  the  name  and  address  of  the  owner 
and  the  name  of  the  beneficiary,  if  any,  or  the  names  of  the  coowners  and  the 
address  of  the  first-named  coowner,*  (2)  enter  the  issue  date  in  the  right-hand 
portion  of  the  note  in  the  space  provided  for  that  purpose,  and  (3)  imprint 
thereunder,  by  use  of  the  agent’s  validating  stamp  for  the  issue  of  United  States 
Savings  Bonds,  the  date  the  note  is  actually  inscribed.  A note  shall  be  valid  only 
if  an  authorized  issuing  agent  receives  payment  therefor  and  duly  inscribes,  dates, 
stamps,  and  delivers  it. 

(e)  Stock  for  notes  issued  on  and  after  June  1,  1968. — Savings  note  stock  in 
use  prior  to  June  1, 1968,  will  be  used  for  notes  Issued  hereunder  until  such  time 
as  new  stock  is  printed  and  supplied  to  issuing  agents.  THE  NEW  INVESTMENT 
YIELD  AND  REDEMPTION  VALUES  SHALL  APPLY  TO  SUCH  NOTES  AS 
FULLY  AS  IF  EXPRESSLY  SET  FORTH  IN  THE  TEXT.  They  will  be  redeemed 
by  all  paying  agents  at  the  redemption  values  in  Table  1.  Accordingly,  it  is  not 
necessary  for  owners  to  exchange  notes  on  old  stock  when  the  new  stock  is 
available,  but  they  may  do  so  if  they  wish  by  presenting  notes  issued  on  and 
after  June  1,  1968,  on  old  stock  to  any  Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  Branch,  or  to 
the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  Securities  Division,  Washington,  D.C.  20220. 

Sec.  342.3.  Purchase — registration. — (a)  Purchase. — Savings  notes,  in  combina- 
tion with  Series  E bonds,  may  be  obtained  from  any  authorized  issuing  agent, 
or  a Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  Branch,  or  the  OflSce  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States,  Securities  Division,  Washington,  D.C.  20220.  Payments  for  the  notes  may 
be  made  in  the  same  manner  as  payments  for  United  States  Savings  Bonds. 
Issuing  agents  will  deliver  the  notes  at  the  time  of  purchase,  or  by  mail  at  the 
risk  and  expense  of  the  United  States,  but  only  within  the  United  States,  its 
territories  and  possessions,  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Canal 
Zone.  No  mail  deliveries  elsewhere  will  be  made. 

(b)  Registration. — On  original  issue  a savings  note  (1)  is  limited  to  registra- 
tion in  the  name  of  a natural  person  (whether  adult  or  minor),  alone  or  with 
another  natural  person  as  coowner  or  beneficiary,  and  (2)  must  be  identical  in 
registration  to  the  Series  E bond  purchased  in  combination  therewith. 

Sec.  342.4.  Limitations. — (a)  Purchases. — (1)  Payroll  savings  plans. — ;Under 
a i>ayroll  savings  plan,  withholdings  for  notes  shall  not  exceed  the  ratio  of  $1.08 
for  the  notes  to  $1.00  for  the  Series  E bonds  and  shall  not  exceed  $20.25  per 
weekly  pay  period,  or  $40.50  per  biweekly  or  semimonthly  pay  period,  or  $81.00 
per  monthly  pay  period. 


* When  placing  a taxpayer  Identifying  number  (an  Individual’s  social  security  account 
number)  on  a note,  the  Issuing  agent  should  place  the  number  on  the  note  In  the  same 
position  as  on  the  companion  Series  E bond. 
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(2)  Others. — In  combination  purchases  of  notes  and  Series  E bonds,  other  than 
under  a payroll  savings  plan,  purchases  of  notes  shall  not  exceed  $350  (face 
amount)  a quarter,  and  In  no  event  shall  the  annual  limitation  of  $1,350 
(face  amount)  be  exceeded. 

(b)  Holdings. — Savings  notes  originally  issued  to  any  one  person  during  any 
one  calendar  year  that  may  be  held  by  that  person  at  any  one  time  is  limited 
to  $1,350  (face  amount). 

Sec.  342;5.  Taxation. — (a)  General. — For  the  purpose  of  determining  taxes 
and  tax  exemptions,  the  increment  in  value  represented  by  the  difference  between 
the  purchase  price  and  the  redemption  value  received  for  a savings  note  will  be 
considered  as  interest.  The  interest  is  subject  to  all  taxes  imposed  under  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954.  The  notes  are  subject  to  estate,  inheritance,  gift, 
or  other  excise  taxes,  whether  Federal  or  State,  but  are  exempt  from  aU  taxation 
now  or  hereafter  imposed  on  the  principal  or  interest  thereof  by  any  State,  or 
any  of  the  possessions  of  the  United  States,  or  by  any  local  taxing  authority. 

(b)  Federal  income  tax  on  notes. — An  owner  of  savings  notes  who  is  a cash 
basis  taxpayer  may  use  either  of  two  methods  for  reporting  the  increase  in  the 
redemption  value  of  the  notes  for  Federal  income  tax  purposes,  as  follows : 

(1)  Defer  reporting  of  the  increase  until  the  year  of  maturity,  actual 
redemption,  or  other  disposition,  whichever  is  earlier,  or 

(2)  Elect  to  report  the  increase  for  the  year  in  which  it  accrues,  in  which 
case  the  election  will  apply  also  to  all  Series  E bonds  then  owned  by  him  and 
those  thereafter  acquired,  as  well  as  to  any  other  similar  obligations  sold 
on  a discount  basis. 

If  method  (1)  is  used,  the  taxpayer  may  change  to  method  (2)  without  obtaining 
permission  from  the  Internal  Revenue  Service.  However,  once  the  election  to 
use  method  (2)  is  made,  the  taxpayer  may  not  change  the  method  of  reporting, 
unless  he  obtains  permission  to  do  so  from  the  Internal  Revenue  Service.  Inquiries 
requesting  further  information  on  Federal  taxes  should  be  addressed  to  the 
District  Director,  Internal  Revenue  Service,  of  the  taxpayer’s  district,  or  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20224. 

Sec.  342.6.  Payment  or  redemption. — (a)  General. — At  any  time  one  year  or 
more  after  the  issue  date,  a savings  note  may  be  redeemed  upon  presentation  and 
surrender  of  the  note  with  a duly  executed  request  for  payment  to  any  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  or  Branch,  or  the  Office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States, 
Securities  Division,  Washington,  D.C.  20220,  or  to  any  financial  institution  which 
has  been  designated  as  paying  agent  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

(b)  Judgment  creditors. — Payment  of  a savings  note  to  the  purchaser  at  a 
sale  under  a levy  or  to  the  officer  authorized  to  levy  upon  the  property  of  the 
owner  under  appropriate  process  to  satisfy  a money  judgment  will  not  be  made 
until  one  year  after  the  issue  date  of  the  note. 

Sec.  342.7.  Governing  regulations. — Savings  notes  are  subject  to  the  regulations 
of  the  Treasury  Department,  now  or  hereafter  prescribed,  governing  United 
States  Savings  Bonds,  contained  in  Department  Circular  No.  530,  current  revision 
(31  CFR  Part  315),'  except  as  otherwise  specifically  provided  herein. 

Sec.  342.8.  Fiscal  agents. — Federal  Reserve  Banks  and  Branches,  as  fiscal 
agents  of  the  United  States,  are  authorized  to  perform  such  services  as  may  be 
requested  of  them  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  connection  with  the  issue, 
delivery,  redemption,  and  payment  of  savings  notes.  - 

Sec.  342.9.  Reservations. — (a)  Issue  of  notes. — The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
reserves  the  right  to  reject  any  application  for  purchase  of  savings  notes,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  and  to  refuse  to  issue  or  permit  to  be  issued  hereunder  any 
such  notes  in  any  case  or  any  class  or  classes  of  cases  if  he  deems  such  action 
to  be  in  the  public  interest,  and  his  action  in  any  such  respect  shall  be  final. 

(b)  Terms  of  offer. — The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  at  any  time  or  from 
time  to  'time  supplement  or  amend  the  terms  of  this  offering  of  notes,  or  of  any 
amendments  or  supplements  thereto. 

John  K.  Caelock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


> Copies  may  be  obtained  from  any  Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  Branch,  or  the  Bureau  of  the 
Public  Debt,  Division  of  Loans  and  Currency  Branch,  536  South  Clark  Street,  Chicago,  111. 
60605. 
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TABLES  OF  REDEMPTION  VALUES  AND  INVESTMENT  YIELDS  FOR  UNITED  STATES 

SAVINGS  NOTES 

Each  table  shows:  (1)  redemption  values,  by  denomination,  during  each  successive  half-year  term  of 
holding  after  first  year  i following  the  date  of  issue;  (2)  the  approximate  investment  yield  on  the  purchase 
price  from  issue  date  to  the  beginning  of  each  half-year  period;  * and  (3)  the  approximate  investment  yield 
on  the  cm’rent  redemption  v^ue  from  the  beginning  of  each  half-year  period  2 to  maturity.  Yields  are 
expressed  in  terms  of  rate  percent  per  annum  compounded  semiannually. 

TABLE  1 

NOTES  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  BEGINNING  JUNE  1,  19G8 


Denomination. $25.00  $50.00  $75.00  $100.00 

Issue  price 20.25  40.50  60.75  81.00  Approximate  investment  yield 


Period  after  issue  date 


(1)  Redemption  values  during 
each  half-year  period  after 
the  first  year  (values  in- 
crease on  first  day  of  period 
shown)  * 


(2)  On  purchase 
price  from  issue 
date  to  begin- 
ning of  each 
half-year  period  2 


(3)  On  current 
redemption  value 
from  beginning 
of  each  half-year 
period  to  ma- 
turity 2 


1 to  IH  years $21.07  $42.14  $63.21  $84.28  4.01  5.28 

into  2 years 21.53  43.06  64.59  86.12  4.13  5.44 

2 to  2M  years 22.03  44.06  66.09  88.12  4.26  5.60 

2J/^  to  3 years 22.56  45.12  67.68  90.24  4.37  5.79 

3to3Hyears 23.14  46.28  69.42  92.56  4.50  6.01 

3H  to  4 years 23.74  47.48  71.22  94.96  4.60  6.43 

4 to  4H  years 24.36  48.72  73.08  97.44  4.67  7.64 

MATURITY  VALUE 

(4H  years  from  issue  date) 25.29  50.58  75.87  101.16  5.00  


1 Savings  notes  are  not  redeemable  before  1 year  from  issue  date. 

? Except  the  first  half-year. 

TABLE  2 

NOTES  BEARING  ISSUE  DATES  FROM  MAY  1>  1967  THROUGH  MAY  1968 


Denomination. 
Issue  price 


$25.00  $50.00  $75.00  $100.00 
20.25  40.50  60.75  81.00 


Approximate  investment  yield 


(1)  Redemption  values  during  (2)  On  purchase  (3)  On  current 
each  half-year  period  after  price  from  issue  redemption  value 
Period  after  issue  date  the  first  year  (values  in-  date  to  begin-  from  beginning 

crease  on  first  day  of  period  ning  of  each  of  each  half-year 
shown)  1 half-year  period  ^ period  to  ma- 

turity * 


1 to  IM  years $21. 07  $42. 14 

to  2 years.. 21.53  43.06 

2 to  2H  years 22. 03  44. 06 

2M  to  3 years 22.56  45.12 

3 to  3J^  years 23.14  46.28 

3M  to  4 years 23. 74  47. 48 

4 to  41^  years 24. 36  48. 72 

MATURITY  value 

(4H  yearsfrom  issue  date) 25.00  50.00 


Percent  Percent 


$63. 21 

$84.28 

4. 01 

4.95 

64.59 

86. 12 

4. 13 

5. 04 

66.09 

88. 12 

4. 26 

5.12 

67.68 

90.24 

4. 37 

6.20 

69.42 

92.56 

4. 50 

6. 22 

71.22 

94.96 

4. 60 

5.24 

73.08 

97.44 

4.67 

5. 25 

75.00 

100.00 

4.74 

1 Savings  notes  are  not  redeemable  before  1 year  from  issue  date. 

2 Except  the  ^st  half-year. 

Exhibit  9. — Amendment,  September  5,  1967,  of  Department  Circular  Public  Debt 
Series  No.  4-67,  regulations  governing  agencies  for  the  issue  of  United  States 
savings  bonds  of  Series  E and  United  States  savings  notes 

Teeasukt  Department, 

Washington,  September  5, 1967. 

Section  317.2,  paragraph  (a),  and  Section  317.3  of  Department  Circular,  Public 
Debt  Series  No.  4-67  (31  OFR,  Part  317),  are  amended  by  revision  as  follows: 
Sec.  317.2.  Procedure  for  qualifying  as  am  issuing  agent. 

(a)  General. — An  organization  desiring  to  qualify  as  an  issuing  agent  shall 
obtain  from  and  file  with  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  an  appropriate  application- 
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agreement  form.  If  the  organization  desires  to  qualify  as  an  issuing  agent  for 
bonds  only,  it  shall,  before  submission,  amend  the  form  furnished  so  that  it  refers 
only  to  bonds.  Through  use  of  the  appropriate  form,  the  person  authorized  to  act 
on  behalf  of  the  organization  will  certify  that  it  is  authorized  by  its  governing 
body,  or  other  body  authorized  to  act  in  the  premises,  or  by  its  charter,  constitu- 
tion or  bylaws,  to  apply  for  and  act  as  an  issuing  agent  under  the  terms  of  the 
agreement,  these  regulations  and  the  circulars  offering  the  bonds  and  notes  for 
sale,  or,  if  appropriate,  bonds  only,  and  that  applicable  Federal  or  State  law 
permits  or  does  not  prohibit  the  organization  from  so  acting.  In  addition,  the 
terms  of  any  application-agreement  filed  hereafter  and  by  reason  of  this  para- 
graph include  the  provisions  prescribed  by  Section  202  of  Executive  Order  No. 
11246,  entitled  “Equal  Employment  Opportunity”  (3  CFR  167,  1965  Supplement). 
An  issuing  agent  qualified  prior  hereto,  whether  under  the  provisions  of  this 
circular  or  Treasury  Department  Circular  No.  657,  as  amended  (rescinded  effec- 
tive February  24,  1967),  requisitioning  stock  on  any  of  the  bases  provided  for 
in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  and  which  on  or  after  November  30,  1966, 
entered  into  a contract  of  deposit  with  the  Treasury  Department  in  accordance 
with  Treasury  Department  Circulars  No.  92  (Revised)  or  No.  176  (Revised) 
(31  CFR  Parts  203  or  202),  need  take  no  action  with  respect  to  its  qualification 
hereunder.  Any  other  issuing  agent  qualified  prior  hereto  which  desires  to  requi- 
sition stock  on  or  after  December  1,  1967,  must  signify  its  intent  in  writing  to  be 
bound  by  and  comply  with  the  provisions  of  section  202  of  the  Order. 

Sec.  317.3.  Certificate  of  qualification. — Until  such  time  as  a certificate  of 
qualification  is  issued  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank,  an  organization  shall  not 
make  any  effort  to  or  perform  any  acts  as  an  issuing  agent,  or  advertise  in  any 
manner  that  it  is  authorized  to  perform  such  acts,  or  that  it  has  applied  for 
qualification  as  an  issuing  agent.  Upon  approval  of  the  application-agreement, 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  will  issue  a notice  of  qualification  to  the  organization, 
whereupon  it  will  be  authorized  to  issue  bonds  and  notes,  or  bonds  only,  as  herein 
provided,  and  become  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Part  II  of  Executive  Order 
No.  11246.  The  Federal  Reserve  Bank  will  notify  the  organization  if  the  applica- 
tion-agreement is  not  approved,  or  after  qualification,  at  any  such  time  as  the 
certificate  of  qualification  is  modified  or  terminated. 

John  K.  Caklock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 


Exhibit  10. — Department  Circular,  Public  Debt  Series  No.  3-68,  March  18,  1968, 

regulations  governing  United  States  mortgage  guaranty  insurance  company 

tax  and  loss  bonds 

Tbeasuet  Depaetment, 
Washington,  March  18,  1968. 

§ 343.0  Offering  of  bonds. — The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  under  the  author- 
ity of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  and  pursuant  to  § 832(e)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  offers  for  sale  to,  and  only  to,  companies  orga- 
nized and  engaged  in  the  business  of  writing  mortgage  guaranty  insurance  within 
the  United  States,  bonds  of  the  United  States  designated  as  mortgage  guaranty 
insurance  company  tax  and  loss  bonds,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  “tax  and  loss 
bonds.”  This  offering  will  continue  until  terminated  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

§ 343.1  Description  of  bonds. 

(a)  Oeneral. — Tax  and  loss  bonds  will  be  Issued  in  registered  form  only  and 
in  the  exact  amount  paid  by  the  purchaser.  The  bonds  will  not  earn  interest  and 
may  not  be  transferred  by  sale,  exchange,  assignment,  pledge  or  otherwise.  They 
may  be  reissued  as  provided  in  § 343.5. 

(b)  Term. — Tax  and  loss  bonds  will  mature  10  years  from  their  issue  date 
and  will  not  be  subject  to  call  for  redemption  prior  to  maturity. 

(c)  Dating. — Tax  and  loss  bonds  will  be  issued  as  of  the  date  of  receipt  of  an 
application  for  issue  and  remittance  by  the  OflSce  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States  or  a Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  Branch,  except  that  all  bonds  purchased 
during  the  month  of  March  1968  will  be  dated  March  15,  1968.  An  application 
received  from  a commercial  bank  for  a customer  will  be  treated  as  though 
received  on  the  date  shown  on  its  postmark,  if  the  purchase  price  is  transmitted 
by  credit  to  its  Treasury  Tax  and  Loan  Account  and  the  Certificate  of  Advice 
is  dated  on  or  prior  to  that  date. 
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§343.2  Purchase. — Tax  and  los.s- bonds  may  be  purchased  over  the  counter 
or  by  mail  from  the  Office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  Securities  I>ivi- 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20220,  or  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  and  Branches,  which 
will  furnish  application  forms  for  the  purchase  of  such  bonds  upon  request.  An 
application  properly  completed  and  accompanied  by  a remittance  for  the  full 
amount  of  the  bond  applied  for  must  be  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Treasurer  or  a 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  Branch  before  a bond  will  be  issued.  Any  form  of 
exchange  will  be  accepted  subject  to  collection. 

Banking  institutions,  generally,  may  submit  applications  for  customers,  but 
only  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  and  Branches  and  the  Office  of  the  Treasurer 
are  authorized  to  act  as  official  agencies.  Remittance  of  the  purchase  price  may 
be  made  through  credit  to  Treasury  tax  and  loan  accounts. 

§ 343.3  Redemption. — Tax  and  loss  bonds  may  not  be  called  for  redemption 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  prior  to  maturity,  but  may  be  redeemed  in 
whole  or  in  part  at  the  owner’s  option  at  any  time  after  three  months  from  issue 
date.  To  obtain  redemption,  a bond  with  the  assignment  for  redemption  properly 
completed  and  executed  must  be  presented  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt, 
Division  of  Loans  and  Currency,  Washington,  D.C.  20226.  Payment  will  be  made 
in  accordance  with  the  instruction  in  the  assigment  for  redemption.  The  District 
Director  of  the  Internal  Revenue  District  in  which  the  owner’s  principal  place 
of  business  is  located  will  be  furnished  a copy  of  the  redemption  advice.  Upon 
partial  redemption  of  a bond,  the  remainder  will  be  reissued  as  of  the  original 
issue  date. 

§ 343.4  Taxation. — Tax  and  lorss  bonds  will  be  exempt  from  all  taxation  now 
or  hereafter  Imposed  on  the  principal  by  any  State  or  any  possession  of  the 
United  States  or  of  any  local  taxing  authority. 

§ 343.5  Reissue. 

(a)  General. — Reissue  of  a bond  may  be  made  only  under  the  conditions  speci- 
fied in  these  regulations.  A request  for  reissue  must  be  made  by  an  officer  of  the 
owner  authorized  to  assign  the  bond  for  redemption.  An  appropriate  form  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt,  Division  of  Loans  and  Currency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20226.  A reissued  bond,  upon  reissue,  will  bear  the  same  issue 
date  as  the  original  bond. 

(b)  Correction  of  error. — The  reissue  of  a bond  may  be  made  to  correct  an 
error  in  the  original  issue  upon  appropriate  request  supported  by  satisfactory 
proof  of  error.i 

(c)  Change  of  name. — An  owner  whose  name  is  changed  in  any  legal  manner 
after  the  issue  of  the  bond  should  submit  the  bond  with  a request  for  reissue,  to 
substitute  the  new  name  for  the  name  inscribed  on  the  bond.  The  signature  on  the 
request  for  reissue  should  show  the  new  name,  the  manner  in  which  the  change 
was  made  and  the  former  name,  and  must  be  supported  by  satisfactory  proof 
of  the  change  of  name. 

(d)  Legal  succession. — A bond  registered  in  the  name  of  a company  which 
has  been  succeeded  by  another  company  as  the  result  of  a merger,  consolida- 
tion, incorporation,  reincorporation,  conversion,  or  reorganization,  or  which  has 
been  lawfully  succeeded  in  any  manner  whereby  the  business  or  activities  of  the 
original  organization  are  continued  without  substantial  change  will  be  paid  to  or 
reissued  in  the  name  of  the  successor  upon  appropriate  request  on  its  behalf, 
supported  by  satisfactory  evidence  of  successorship. 

§ 343.6  General  provisions. 

(a)  Regulations. — All  tax  and  loss  bonds  shall  be  subject  to  the  general  regu- 
lations prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  United  States 
securities  which  are  set  forth  in  the  Treasury  Department  Circular  No.  300, 
current  revision,  to  the  extent  applicable.  Copies  of  the  general  regulations  may 
be  obtained  upon  request  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt,  Division  of  Loans 
and  Currency,  Washington,  D.C.  20226. 

(b)  Fiscal  Agents. — Federal  Reserve  banks  and  branches,  as  fiscal  agents  of 
the  United  States,  may  be  authorized  to  perform  such  services  as  may  be  re- 
quested of  them  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  connection  with  the  issue, 
delivery,  redemption,  reissue,  and  payment  of  tax  and  loss  bonds. 

(c)  Reservations. — The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  at  any  time,  or  from 
time  to  time,  supplement  or  amend  the  terms  of  this  circular  or  any  amendments 
or  supplements  thereto. 

Henry  H.  Fowler, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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Legislation 

Exhibit  11. — An  act  to  amend  section  14(b)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  as 
amended,  to  extend  for  two  years  the  authority  of  Federal  Reserve  banks  to 
purchase  United  States  obligations  directly  from  the  Treasury 


[Public  Law  90-300,  90th  Congress,  H.R.  15344,  May  4,  196S] 

Be  it  enacted  t)y  the  Senate  and  Bouse  of  Representatives  of  the  Federal 

United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled.  That  section  ^elfdmen?’ 

14(b)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  355),  is  80  Stat.  235. 
amended  by  striking  out  “July  1,  1968”  and  inserting  in  lieu  there- 
of “July  1,  1970”  and  by  striking  out  “June  30,  1968”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “June  30, 1970”. 

Approved  May  4,  1968. 


Financial  Policy 

Exhibit  12. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler,  January  30,  1968,  before  the  Senate 

Banking  and  Currency  Committee,  on  legislation  to  remove  the  gold  cover 

I am  grateful  to  you  for  the  Oipportunity  to  appear  before  you  promptly  in 
support  of  the  President’s  recommendation  for  removal  of  the  gold  cover. 

The  legislation  before  you  would  eliminate  the  25  percent  gold  reserve  require- 
ment from  Federal  Reserve  notes  and  the  $156  million  reserve  held  against  U.S. 
notes  and  Treasury  notes  of  1890. 

The  Administration  believes  that  prompt  action  to  remove  the  cover  require- 
ment is  necessary  for  three  principal  reasons: 

— Prospective  normal  increases  in  currency  holdings — Federal  Reserve  notes — 
by  the  public  will  “lock  up”  more  and  more  of  our  “free”  gold  and  soon  reach  a 
point  inhibiting  further  expansion  of  our  pocket  cash,  one  portion  of  our  domestic 
money  supply.  Obviously  we  cannot  tolerate  such  a situation. 

— ^There  should  be  no  doubt  whatsoever  that  our  total  gold  stock  is  available 
to  insure  the  free  international  convertibility  between  the  dollar  and  gold  at  the 
fixed  price  of  $35  an  ounce. 

— The  world  knows  as  a fact  that  the  strength  of  the  dollar  depends  upon  the 
strength  of  the  U.S.  economy  rather  than  upon  a legal  25  percent  reserve  re- 
quirement against  Federal  Reserve  notes,  and  it  is  clearly  appropriate  for  this 
fact  now  to  be  recognized  in  legislation. 

Despite  these  facts,  the  gold  reserve  requirement  against  Federal  Reserve  notes, 
instituted  at  a time  when  gold  circulated  freely  in  the  domestic  economy,  is  still 
part  of  our  law.  It  should  be  removed. 

The  need  for  prompt  removal  is  apparent  from  a look  at  the  simple  arithmetic 
of  the  problem. 

The  U.S.  gold  stock  is  now  at  $1$  billion — the  cover  requirement  is  approxi- 
mately $10.1  billion — the  balance  remaining  is  $1.3  billion. 

The  normal  increase  in  notes  will  absorb  over  $500  million  annually  and  a 
further  $150  million  or  more  will  be  absorbed  each  year  for  domestic  artistic 
and  industrial  purposes.  These  two  factors  taken  together  mean  that  about  $700 
million  a year  of  our  free  gold  wdll  be  absorbed  for  domestic  reasons.  There  is 
thus  but  2 years  grace  at  most  even  if  one  assumes  that  no  gold  at  all  will  be 
needed  for  international  purposes.  Clearly  we  cannot  proceed  on  such  an 
assumption. 

Since  the  passage  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  more  than  a half  century  ago, 
the  function  of  gold  in  our  monetary  system  has  undergone  a fundamental  trans- 
formation. Gold  no  longer  circulates  freely  as  domestic  currency  in  any  major 
country  in  the  world.  We  Americans  have  not  used  gold  as  domestic  currency 
since  1934.  Gold  belongs  in  a nation’s  international  reserves.  The  dollar  serves 
as  a reserve  currency  to  the  world;  the  U.S.  gold  supply  is  available  to  convert 
dollars  held  by  national  monetary  authorities  at  a fixed  price.  As  such,  it  is  one 
cornerstone — and  a very  main  cornerstone — of  our  international  monetary  system. 

Today,  the  strength  of  the  dollar  is  not  a function  of  this  legal  tie  to  gold — 
a tie  which  is  only  applicable  to  one  portion  of  our  total  money  supply.  Federal 
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Reserve  notes.  The  value  of  the  dollar — whether  it  he  in  the  form  of  a bank 
balance,  a coin,  or  “folding  money” — is  dependent  on  the  quantity  and  quality 
of  goods  and  services  which  it  can  purchase.  It  is  the  strength  and  soundness 
of  the  American  economy  which  stands  behind  the  dollar.  Balanced  growth  at 
home  and  a strong  competitive  imsition  internationally  give  the  dollar  we  use 
as  everyday  pocket  money  its  strength. 

An  expanding  U.S.  economy  needs  an  expanding  supply  of  currency.  Our  main 
form  of  currency  is  Federal  Reserve  notes.  In  the  years  ahead,  we  can  expect 
increases  in  Federal  Reserve  note  circulation  of  about  $2  billion  a year.  This 
growth  is  a normal  resimnse  to  the  public’s  demand  for  cash  in  a growing  econ- 
omy. It  is  basically  a trend  development,  reflecting  a growing  population,  a grow- 
ing economy,  and  a growing  number  of  transactions. 

Not  to  move  on  the  cover  requirement  at  this  time  would  only  mean  puttUng 
off  the  inevitable.  We  cannot  afford  to  permit  an  outmoded  provision  of  our  law 
to  impinge  on  the  nation’s  supply  of  pocket  money. 

Removal  of  this  requirement  is  also  of  key  importance  from  the  viewpoint  of 
the  role  of  the  dollar  and  of  gold  in  the  international  monetary  system. 

I know  most  members  of  this  committee  are  well  versed  in  the  functions  of 
gold  and  the  dollar  in  the  international  monetary  system.  Rather  than  take  up 
your  time  with  a description  at  this  point,  I would  refer  you  to  a Treasury 
report  which  was  issued  2 weeks  ago,  entitled  “Maintaining  the  Strength  of  the 
United  States  Dollar  in  a Strong  Free  World  Economy.”  ’ 

If  this  system,  which  has  served  the  entire  free  world  so  admirably  in  the 
past  20  years,  is  to  continue  to  facilitate  the  growth  of  world  trade  and  prosper- 
ity, we  must  assure  that  confidence  in  the  system  and  in  the  strength  of  the  dollar 
is  maintained.  This  requires  action  on  four  fronts : 

— We  must  continue  the  long-standing  U.S.  policy  of  maintaining  the  gold- 
dollar  relationship  at  $35  per  ounce.  This  must  not  be  open  to  question,  and  .jthe 
best  way  to  make  continuation  of  that  policy  crystal  clear  is  to  free  our  entire 
gold  stock  for  that  purpose. 

— We  must  assure  that  the  U.S.  economy  grows  in  an  environment  of  cost  and 
price  stability  through  enactment  of  the  anti-inflation  tax  and  through  expendi- 
ture controls  and  appropriate  monetary  policy. 

— We  must  achieve  sustained  equilibrium  in  our  balance  of  payments. 

— We  and  the  rest  of  the  free  world  must  put  into  place  the  plan  for  the  cre- 
ation of  a new  reserve  asset  agreed  upon  in  Rio  last  September. 

Our  policy  of  maintaining  the  fixed  relationship  between  gold  and  the  dollar 
at  $35  an  ounce  for  legitimate  monetary  purposes  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  vir- 
tually all  countries  hold  dollars  in  their  reserves  and  why  many  of  them  hold 
very  large  amounts  of  dollars.  In  addition,  of  course,  countries  hold  dollars  be- 
cause, unlike  gold,  they  can  invest  them  in  interest  earning  assets. 

The  monetary  authorities  of  most  of  the  major  Industrialized  countries  under- 
stand full  well  that  the  link  between  gold  and  domestic  currencies  is  no  longer 
a pertinent  and  relevant  fact  and  that  gold  is  an  international  asset.  Only  three 
other  countries  in  the  Group  of  Ten  plus  Switzerland,  the  major  industrialized 
countries,  still  maintain  some  link  between  their,  domestic  currencies  and  gold. 
While  foreign  authorities  are  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  Federal  Reserve  can 
suspend  the  cover  requirement,  they  find  it  difficult  to  understand  why  the  United 
States,  the  world’s  major  reserve  currency  country,  still  maintains  this  legal 
impediment  to  the  free  international  use  of  gold. 

Thus,  legislative  action  on  the  cover  requirement,  by  making  it  clear  to  the 
world  that  the  Congress  as  well  as  the  Executive  Branch  are  committing  our 
total  gold  stock  to  international  use,  is  necessary  to  maintain  confidence  in  the 
dollar. 

Removal  of  the  gold  cover  will  not  solve  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  problem 
nor  is  it  a substitute  for  the  solution  of  that  problem. 

The  need  to  achieve  sustained  equilibrium  in  our  international  payments  posi- 
tion is  essential  to  confidence  in  the  dollar  and  the  future  stability  of  the  inter- 
national monetary  system.  The  series  of  measures  announced  by  the  President 
on  January  1,  with  which  you  are  all  familiar,  are  designed  to  bring  us  to,  or 
close  to,  equilibrium  this  year.  It  is  vital  that  they  be  successful.  I ask,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  the  President’s  message  be  made  a part  of  the  record  of  these 
hearings. 


1 See  exhibit  58. 
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Conclusion 

I urge  the  committee  to  consider  and  act  promptly  on  the  gold  cover  legislation 
before  you  in  order  that,  domestically,  we  can  continue  to  be  assured  that  the 
Federal  Reserve  will  be  able  to  supply  appropriate  amounts  of  currency  to  meet 
the  needs  of  our  growing  economy  for  cash,  and  in  order  that  our  policy  of  main- 
taining the  gold-dollar  relationship — one  of  the  major  elements  of  confidence  in 
the  dollar  and  the  international  monetary  system — will  not  be  open  to  question. 

THE  PRESIDENT’S  MESSAGE  TO  THE  NATION  ON  THE  BALANCE  OF 
PAYMENTS,  JANUARY  1,  1968 


Where  we  stand  today 

I want  to  discuss  with  the  American  people  a subject  of  vital  concern  to  the 
economic  health  and  well-being  of  this  Nation  and  the  Free  World. 

It  is  our  international  balance  of  payments  position. 

The  strength  of  pur  dollar  depends  on  the  strength  of  that  position. 

The  soundness  of  the  free  world  monetary  system,  which  rests  largely  on  the 
dollar,  also  depends  on  the  strength  of  that  position. 

To  the  average  citizen,  the  balance  of  payments,  and  the  strength  of  the  dollar 
and  of  the  international  monetary  system,  are  meaningless  phrases.  They  seem 
to  have  little  relevance  to  our  daily  lives.  Yet  their  consequences  touch  us  all — 
consumer  and  captain  of  industry,  worker,  farmer,  and  financier. 

More  than  ever  before,  the  economy  of  each  nation  is  today  deeply  intertwined 
with  that  of  every  other.  A vast  network  of  world  trade  and  financial  transactions 
ties  us  all  together.  The  prosperity  of  every  economy  rests  on  that  of  every  other. 

More  than  ever  before,  this  is  one  world — in  economic  affairs  as  in  every 
other  way. 

Your  job,  the  prosperity  of  your  farm  or  business,  depends  directly  or  indirectly 
on  what  happens  in  Europe,  Asia,  Latin  America,  or  Africa. 

The  health  of  the  international  economic  system  rests  on  a sound  international 
money  in  the  same  way  as  the  health  of  our  domestic  economy  rests  on  a sound 
domestic  money.  Today,  our  domestic  money — the  U.S.  dollar — is  also  the  money 
most  used  in  international  transactions.  TTiat  money  can  be  sound  at  home — 
as  it  surely  is — yet  can  be  in  trouble  abroad — as  it  now  threatens  to  become. 

In  the  final  analysis  its  strength  abroad  depends  on  our  earning  abroad  about 
as  many  dollars  as  we  send  abroad. 

U.S.  dollars  flow  from  these  shores  for  many  reasons — to  pay  for  imports  and 
travel,  to  finance  loans  and  investments,  and  to  maintain  our  lines  of  defense 
around  the  vvorld. 

When  that  outflow  is  greater  than  our  earnings  and  credits  from  foreign 
nations,  a deficit  results  in  our  international  accounts. 

For  17  of  the  last  18  years  we  have  had  such  deficits.  For  a time  those  deficits 
were  needed  to  help  the  world  recover  from  the  ravages  of  World  War  II.  They 
could  be  tolerated  by  the  United  States  and  w'elcomed  by  the  rest  of  the  world. 
They  distributed  more  equitably  the  w'orld’s  monetary  gold  reserves  and  supple- 
mented them  with  dollars. 

Once  recovery  was  assured,  however,  large  deficits  were  no  longer  needed  and 
indeed  began  to  threaten  the  strength  of  the  dollar.  Since  1961  your  Government 
has  worked  to  reduce  that  deficit. 

By  the  middle  of  the  decade,  we  could  see  signs  of  success.  Our  annual  deficit 
had  been  reduced  two-thirds — from  $3.9  billion  in  1960  to  $1.3  billion  in  1965. 

In  1966,  because  of  our  increased  responsibility  to  arm  and  supply  our  men 
in  Southeast  Asia,  progress  was  interrupted,  with  the  deficit  remaining  at  the 
same  level  as  1965 — about  $1.3  billion. 

In  1967,  progress  was  reversed  for  a number  of  reasons : 

— Our  costs  for  Vietnam  increased  further. 

— Private  loans  and  investments  abroad  increased. 

— Our  trade  surplus,  although  larger  than  1966,  did  not  rise  as  much  as  we 
had  expected. 

— Americans  spent  more  on  travel  abroad. 

Added  to  these  factors  was  the  uncertainly  and  unrest  surrounding  the  devalua- 
tion of  the  British  pound.  This  event  strained  the  international  monetary  system. 
It  sharply  increased  our  balance  of  payments  deficit  and  our  gold  sales  in  the  last 
quarter  of  1967. 
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The  problem 

Preliminary  reports  indicate  that  these  conditions  may  result  in  a 1967  balance 
of  payments  deficit  in  the  area  of  $3,5  billion  to  $4  billion — the  highest  since  1960. 
Although  some  factors  affecting  our  deficit  will  be  more  favorable  in  1968,  my 
advisors  and  I are  convinced  that  we  must  act  to  bring  about  a decisive 
improvement. 

We  cannot  tolerate  a deficit  that  could  threaten  the  stability  of  the  international 
monetary  system — of  which  the  U.S.  dollar  is  the  bulwark. 

We  cannot  tolerate  a deficit  that  could  endanger  the  strength  of  the  entire  Free 
World  economy,  and  thereby  threaten  our  unprecedented  prosperity  at  home. 

A time  for  action 

The  time  has  now  come  for  decisive  action  designed  to  bring  our  balance  of 
payments  to — or  close  to — equilibrium  in  the  year  ahead. 

The  need  for  action  is  a national  and  international  responsibility  of  the  highest 
priority. 

I am  proposing  a program  which  will  meet  this  critical  need,  and  at  the  same 
time  satisfy  four  essential  conditions : 

— Sustain  the  growth,  strength  and  prosperity  of  our  own  economy. 

— ^Allow  us  to  continue  to  meet  our  international  responsibilities  in  defense'  of 
freedom,  in  promoting  world  trade,  and  in  encouraging  economic  growth  in  the 
developing  countries. 

— Engage  the  cooperation  of  other  free  nations,  whose  stake  in  a sound  inter- 
national monetary  system  is  no  less  compelling  than  our  own. 

— Recognize  the  special  obligation  of  those  nations  with  balance  of  payments 
surpluses,  to  bring  their  payments  into  equilibrium. 

The  first  order  of  business 

The  first  line  of  defense  of  the  dollar  is  the  strength  of  the  American  economy. 

No  business  before  the  returning  Congress  will  be  more  urgent  than  this : To 
enact  the  anti-inflation  tax  which  I have  sought  for  almost  a year.  Coupled  with 
our  expenditure  controls  and  appropriate  monetary  policy,  this  will  help  to  stem 
the  inflationary  pressures  which  now  threaten  our  economic  prosperity  and  our 
trade  surplus. 

No  challenge  before  business  and  labor  is  more  urgent  than  this ; To  exercise  the 
utmost  responsibility  in  their  wage-price  decisions,  which  affect  so  directly  our 
competitive  position  at  home  and  in  world  markets. 

I have  directed  the  Secretaries  of  Commerce  and  Labor,  and  the  Chairman  of 
the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers  to  work  ivith  leaders  of  business  and  labor 
to  make  more  effective  our  voluntary  program  of  wage-price  restraint. 

I have  also  instructed  the  Secretaries  of  Commerce  and  Labor  to  work  with 
unions  and  companies  to  prevent  our  exports  from  being  reduced  or  our  imports  in- 
creased by  crippling  work  stoppages  in  the  year  ahead. 

A sure  way  to  instill  confidence  in  our  dollar — both  here  and  abroad — is  through 
these  actions. 

The  new  program 

But  we  must  go  beyond  this,  and  take  action  to  deal  directly  with  the  balance  of 
payments  deficit. 

Some  of  the  elements  in  the  program  I propose  will  have  a temporary  but 
immediate  effect.  Others  will  be  of  longer  range. 

All  are  necessary  to  assure  confidence  in  the  American  dollar. 

1.  Direct  investment. — Over  the  past  3 years,  American  business  has  cooperated 
with  the  Government  in  a voluntary  program  to  moderate  the  flow  of  U.S. 
dollars  into  foreign  investments.  Business  leaders  who  have  participated  so 
wholeheartedly  deserve  the  appreciation  of  their  country. 

But  the  savings  now  required  in  foreign  investment  outlays  are  clearly  beyond 
the  reach  of  any  voluntary  program.  This  is  the  unanimous  view  of  all  my 
economic  and  financial  advisers  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board. 

To  reduce  our  balance  of  payments  deficit  by  at  least  $1  billion  in  1968  from  the 
estimated  1961  level,  I am  irwoking  my  authority  under  the  Banking  Laws  to 
establish  a mandatory  program  that  will  restrain  direct  investment  abroad. 

This  program  will  be  effective  immediately.  It  will  insure  success  and  guarantee 
fairness  among  American  business  firms  with  overseas  investments. 
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The  program  will  be  administered  by  the  Department  of  Commerce,  and  wiil 
operate  as  follows  : 

— As  in  the  voluntary  program,  overall  and  individual  company  targets  will  be 
set.  Authorizations  to  exceed  these  targets  will  be  issued  only  in  exceptional 
circumstances. 

— New  direct  investment  outflows  to  countries  in  continental  w'estern  Europe 
and  other  developed  nations  not  heavily  dependent  on  our  capital  will  be  stopped 
in  1968.  Problems  arising  from  work  already  in  process  or  commitments  under 
binding  contracts  will  receive  special  consideration. 

— New  net  investments  in  other  developed  countries  will  be  limited  to  65  percent 
of  the  1965-66  average. 

— New  net  investments  in  the  developing  countries  wull  be  limited  to  110 
percent  of  the  1965-66  average. 

This  program  also  requires  businesses  to  continue  to  bring  back  foreign  earn- 
ings to  the  United  States  in  line  with  their  own  1964-66  practices. 

In  addition,  I have  directed  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  explore  with  the 
Chairmen  of  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee legislative  proposals  to  induce  or  encourage  the  repatriation  of  accumulated 
earnings  by  U.S.-owned  foreign  businesses. 

2.  Lending  hy  financial  institutions. — To  reduce  the  balance  of  payments  deficit 
by  at  least  another  $500  million,  I have  reguested  and  authorized  the  Federal 
Reserve  Boa/rd  to  tighten  its  program  restraining  foreign  lending  by  banks  and 
other  financial  institutions. 

Chairman  Martin  has  asured  me  that  this  reduction  can  be  achieved : 

— w'ithout  harming  the  financing  of  our  exports; 

— primarily  out  of  credits  to  developed  countries  without  jeopardizing  the 
availability  of  funds  to  the  rest  of  the  world. 

Chairman  Martin  believes  that  this  objective  can  be  met  through  continued 
cooperation  by  the  financial  community.  At  the  request  of  the  Chairman,  however, 
I have  given  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  standby  authority  to  invoke  mandatory 
controls,  should  such  controls  become  desirable  or  necessary. 

3.  Travel  abroad. — Our  travel  deficit  this  year  will  exceed  $2  billion.  To  reduce 
this  deficit  by  $500  million : 

— I am  asking  the  American  people  to  defer  for  the  next  2 years  all  nonessential 
travel  outside  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

— I am  asking  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  explore  with  the  appropriate 
congressional  committees  legislation  to  help  achieve  this  objective. 

4.  Government  expenditures  overseas. — We  cannot  forego  our  essential  com- 
mitments abroad,  on  which  America’s  security  and  survival  depend. 

Nevertheless,  we  must  take  every  step  to  reduce  their  impact  on  our  balance  of 
payments  without  endangering  our  security. 

Recently,  we  have  reached  imimrtant  agreements  with  some  of  our  NATO  part- 
ners to  lessen  the  balance  of  payments  cost  of  deploying  American  forces  on  the 
Continent — troops  necessarily  stationed  there  for  the  common  defense  of  all. 

Over  the  past  three  years,  a stringent  program  has  saved  billions  of  dollars  in 
foreign  exchange. 

I am  convinced  that  much  more  can  be  done.  I believe  we  should  set  as  our 
target  avoiding  a drain  of  another  $500  million  on  our  balance  of  payments. 

To  this  end,  I am  taking  three  steps. 

First,  I have  directed  the  Secretary  of  State  to  initiate  prompt  negotiations  with 
our  NATO  allies  to  minimize  the  foreign  exchange  costs  of  keeping  our  troops  in 
Europe.  Our  allies  can  help  in  a number  of  ways,  including : 

— The  purchase  in  the  U.S.  of  more  of  their  defense  needs. 

— Investments  in  long-term  United  States  securities. 

I have  also  directed  the  Secretaries  ef  State,  Treasury  and  Defense  to  find 
similar  ways  of  dealing  with  this  proiblem  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 

Second,  I have  instructed  the  Director  of  the  Budget  to  find  ways  of  reducing 
the  numbers  of  American  civilians  working  overseas. 

Third,  I have  instructed  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  find  ways  to  reduce  further 
the  foreign  exchange  impact  of  personal  spending  by  U.S.  forces  and  their  de- 
pendents in  Europe. 

Long-term  measures 

5.  Export  increases. — American  exports  provide  an  important  source  of  earn- 
ings for  our  businessmen  and  jobs  for  our  workers. 

They  are  the  cornerstone  of  our  balance  of  payments  position. 
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Last  year  we  sold  aibroad  $30  billion  worth  of  American  goods. 

What  we  now  need  is  a long-range  systematic  program  to  stimulate  the  flow  of 
the  products  of  our  factories  and  farms  into  overseas  markets. 

We  must  begin  now. 

Some  of  the  steps  require  legislation  : 

I shall  ask  the  Congress  to  support  an  intensified  five  year,  $200  million  Com- 
merce Department  program  to  promote  the  sale  of  American  goods  overseas. 

I shall  also  ask  the  Congress  to  earmark  $500  million  of  the  Export-Import  Bank 
authorization  to: 

— Provide  better  export  insurance. 

— Expand  guarantees  for  export  fi,nancing. 

— Broaden  the  scope  of  Government  financing  of  our  exports. 

Other  measures  require  no  legislation. 

I have  today  directed  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  to  begin  a Joint  Export  Asso- 
ciation program.  Through  these  Associations,  we  will  provide  direct  financial 
support  to  American  corporations  joining  together  to  sell  abroad. 

And  finally,  the  Export-Import  Bank — through  a more  liberal  rediscount 
system — ^will  encourage  banks  across  the  Nation  to  help  firms  increase  their 
exports. 

6.  Nontariff  harriers. — In  the  Kennedy  Round,  we  climaxed  three  decades  of 
intensive  effort  to  achieve  the  greatest  reduction  in  tariff  barriers  in  all  the  his- 
tory of  trade  negotiations.  Trade  liberalization  remains  the  basic  policy  of  the 
United  States. 

We  must  now  look  beyond  the  great  success  of  the  Kennedy  Round  to  the  prob- 
lems of  nontariff  barriers  that  pose  a continued  threat  to  the  growth  of  world 
trade  and  to  our  competitive  position. 

American  commerce  is  at  a disadvantage  because  of  the  tax  systems  of  some  of 
our  trading  partners.  Some  nations  give  across-the-board  tax  rebates  on  exports 
which  leave  their  ports  and  impose  special  border  tax  charges  on  our  goods  enter- 
ing their  country. 

International  rules  govern  these  special  taxes  under  the  General  Agreement 
on  Tariffs  and  Trade.  These  rules  must  be  adjusted  to  expand  international  trade 
further. 

In  keeping  with  the  principles  of  cooperation  and  consultation  on  common  prob- 
lems, I have  Initiated  discussions  at  a high  level  with  our  friends  abroad  on  these 
critical  matters — particularly  those  nations  with  balance  of  payments  sui-pluses. 

These  discussions  will  examine  proposals  for  prompt  cooperative  action  among 
all  parties  to  minimize  the  disadvantages  to  our  trade  which  arise  from  differ- 
ences among  national  tax  systems. 

We  are  also  preparing  legislative  measures  in  this  area  whose  scope  and  nature 
will  depend  upon  the  outcome  of  these  consultations. 

Through  these  means  we  are  determined  to  achieve  a substantial  improvement 
in  our  trade  surplus  over  the  coming  years.  In  the  year  immediately  ahead,  we 
expect  to  realize  an  improvement  of  $500  million. 

7.  Foreign  investment  and  travel  in  the  United  States. — We  can  encourage 
the  flow  of  foreign  funds  to  our  shores  in  two  other  ways : 

—First,  by  an  intensified  program  to  attract  greater  foreign  investment  in 
U.S.  corporate  securities,  carrying  out  the  principles  of  the  Foreign  Investors  Tax 
Act  of  1966. 

— Second,  by  a program  to  attract  more  visitors  to  this  land.  A Special  Task 
Force  headed  by  Robert  McKinney  of  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  is  already  at  work  on 
measures  to  accomplish  this.  I have  directed  the  Task  Force  to  report  within  45 
days  on  the  immediate  measures  that  can  be  taken,  and  to  make  its  long-term 
recommendations  within  90  days. 

Meeting  the  world’s  reserve  needs 

Our  movement  toward  balance  will  curb  the  flow  of  dollars  into  international 
reserves.  It  will  therefore  be  vital  bo  speed  up  plans  for  the  creation  of  new  re- 
serves— the  Special  Drawing  Rights — in  the  International  Monetary  Fund.  These 
new  reserves  will  be  a welcome  companion  to  gold  and  dollars,  and  will  strengthen 
the  gold  exchange  standard.  The  dollar  will  remain  convertible  into  gold  at  $36 
an  ounce,  and  our  full  gold  stock  will  back  that  commitment. 

A time  for  responsibility 

The  program  I have  outlined  is  a program  of  action. 

It  is  a program  which  will  preserve  confidence  in  the  dollar,  both  at  home 
and  abroad. 

318-223—69 17 
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The  U.S.  dollar  has  wrought  the  greatest  economic  miracles  of  modern  times. 

It  stimulated  the  resurgence  of  a war-ruined  Europe. 

It  has  helped  to  bring  new  strength  and  life  to  the  developing  world. 

It  has  underwritten  unprecedented  prosperity  for  the  American  people,  who  are 
now  in  the  S3d  month  of  sustained  economic  growth. 

A strong  dollar  protects  and  preserves  the  prosperity  of  businessman  and 
banker',  worker  and  farmer — here  and  overseas. 

The  action  program  I have  outlined  in  this  message  will  keep  the  dollar  strong. 
It  will  fulfill  our  responsibilities  to  the  American  people  and  to  the  free  world. 

I appeal  to  all  of  our  citizens  to  join  me  in  this  very  necessary  and  laudable 
effort  to  preserve  our  country’s  financial  strength. 


Exhibit  13. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler,  February  15,  1968,  before  the  Joint 
Economic  Committee,  on  economic  and  financial  policies  and  programs 

It  is  a pleasure  to  be  with  you  again  this  morning.  These  annual  hearings 
on  the  President’s  Economic  Report  are  always  an  important  occasion.  They 
provide  us  with  a valuable  opportunity  to  review  the  performance  of  the 
economy  and  to  chart  a course  for  the  future. 

In  my  view  this  is  a year  in  which  economic  and  financial  policy  should  be 
directed  toward  reversing  decisively  the  trend  in  1967  to  increasing  deficits  in 
our  internal  budget  and  our  international  balance  of  payments.  We  should  move 
back  toward  balance  in  our  budget  and  our  interniational  payments — and  thereby 
assure  a balanced  economy,  properly  poised  to  discharge  our  national  and  inter- 
national responsibilities — in  war  or  peace — at  home  or  abroad.  With  the  nation 
engaged  in  a costly  conflict  abroad,  we  must  act  at  home  so  as  to  maintain  the 
stability  of  the  economy  and  the  strength  of  the  dollar. 

We  meet  after  a year  in  which  the  domestic  economy  moved  ahead,  slowly  at 
first,  then  at  a faster  pace — in  fact,  too  fast  a pace  to  be  sustained.  Meanwhile, 
the  balance  of  payments,  which  had  shown  sharp  improvement  in  1965,  and 
held  its  own  in  1966  in  face  of  the  mounting  foreign  exchange  costs  resulting  from 
the  conflict  in  Southeast  Asia,  took  a sharp  turn  for  the  worse  in  1967.  Prompt 
measures  are  needed — and  are  being  taken — to  cut  the  payments  deficit.  But, 
there  is  an  equally  pressing  need  to  cut  the  Federal  budget  deficit  and  bring  our 
domestic  finances  into  better  order. 

In  the  domestic  economy,  real  growth  resumed  at  a rapid  rate  in  the  last  two 
quarters  of  1967  after  an  anticipated  inventory  adjustment  in  the  first  half 
of  the  year,  but  It  has  been  accompanied  by  far  too  strong  a rise  in  costs  and 
prices. 

Moderation  of  the  upward  pressures  on  our  costs  and  prices  must  be  a con- 
tinuing objective  in  the  period  ahead.  We  must  reverse  the  trend  toward  a 
spiralling  inflation.  An  economic  climate  conducive  to  a return  to  stable  costs  and 
prices — in  the  pattern  of  1961-65—- would  protect  our  trade  balance  against  a 
short-term  floodtide  of  imports  and  a long-term  deterioration  in  competitive  posi- 
tion. It  would  also:  avoid  the  risk  of  an  excessive  and  unsustainable  rate  of 
growth  that  could  terminate  not  in  an  inventory  adjustment  like  early  1967 
but  a recession  like  those  of  other  years. 

Since  mid-1965,  the  economy  has  absorbed  nearly  a $25  billion  increase  in 
national  defense  spending  levels  without  resort  to  wartime  controls  and  without 
lasting  Interruption  to  the  economy’s  advance.  This  has  been  a remarkable 
achievement.  But,  it  has  not  all  been  smooth  sailing.  We  have  seen  how  a surge  of 
demand  in  an  economy  near  full  employment  can  distort  financial  flows,  boost 
interest  rates,  lead  to  excessive  inventory  buildup,  disrupt  cost-price  stability, 
and  touch  off  a sharp  rise  in  imports.  With  total  public  and  private  spending 
now  rising  strongly,  that  same  unwelcome  pattern  could  begin  to  unfold  once 
again. 

As  the  President  stated  in  his  January  1 Message  to  the  Nation  on  the  Balance 
of  Payments : “No  business  before  the  returning  Congress  will  be  more  urgent 
than  this : To  enact  the  anti-inflation  tax  which  I have  sought  for  almost  a year. 
Coupled  with  our  expenditure  controls  and  appropriate  monetary  policy,  this 
will  help  to  stem  the  inflationary  pressures  which  now  threaten  our  economic 
prosperity  and  our  trade  surplus.” 

Prompt  application  of  a degree  of  fiscal  restraint  is,  indeed,  essential  for  the 
health  of  the  economy  and  the  soundness  of  our  financial  position — at  home  and 
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abroad.  We  dare  not  allow  a highly  stimulative  fiscal  policy  to  conjoin  with  in- 
creasing demand  in  most  areas  of  the  private  sector.  Whether  fiscal  restraint 
will  be  applied  or  whether  we  will  depend  exclusively  on  monetary  restraint 
with  its  imbalancing  impact  is,  and  has  been  for  some  time  now,  the  overriding 
domestic  economic  policy  issue.  Fiscal  restraint  is  also  the  key  to  the  success 
of  our  overall  balance  of  payments  program  and  the  maintenance  of  confidence  in 
the  dollar  and  the  international  monetary  system. 

The  domestic  economy  in  1967 

With  the  President’s  Economic  Report  before  you,  there  is  no  need  for  me  to 
comment  on  last  year’s  domestic  economic  developments  in  any  detail.  I will 
concentrate  on  a few  features  of  last  year’s  experience  that  are  most  Important 
for  an  understanding  of  our  present  situation. 

As  we  find  it  now,  the  economy  is  rapidly  gaining  momentum,  while  a year 
ago  that  was  far  from  the  case.  A year  ago,  it  was  clear  that  some  adjustment 
of  a temporarily  excessive  inventory  position  would  have  to  take  place  in 
1967.  It  was  important  to  insure  that  this  adjustment  occurred  within  the 
context  of  a generally  prosperous  private  economy.  Therefore,  it  was  decided 
to  complement  the  relaxation  of  monetary  stringency  that  was  already  in 
progress  with  a degree  of  fiscal  support  during  the  first  half  of  1967. 

Between  the  end  of  1966  and  the  middle  of  1967,  the  Federal  sector  of  the  na- 
tional income  accounts  moved  from  a deficit  position  of  about  $3  billion  annual 
rate  to  a deficit  approaching  $15  billion  annual  rate.  During  the  same  period, 
monetary  policy  also  moved  to  a significantly  easier  position.  For  example,  the 
level  of  “free  reserves”  which  averaged  more  than  a minus  $150  million  in  late 
1966  rose  near  a plus  $300  million  by  mld-1967. 

Contrary  to  the  fears  of  'those  who  saw  recession  lurking  around  every  corner, 
final  sales  increased  strongly  in  the  first  half  of  the  year  while  the  inventory 
adjustment  ran  its  course.  This  was  made  possible,  in  large  part,  by  fiscal  and 
monetary  action  which  had  been  accurately  timed  to  the  needs  of  the  economy. 

During  the  second  half  of  last  year,  the  economy  moved  ahead  briskly,  with 
production  interrupted  only  temporarily  by  work  stoppages  and  growth  in  final 
sales  tempered  only  by  a personal  saving  rate  rising  to  unusual  levels.  Because 
the  first  half  of  1967  was  relatively  weak,  the  full  extent  of  the  economy’s  re- 
surgence tends  to  be  concealed  In  statistics  for  the  full  year.  For  example,  gross 
national  product  in  current  prices  rose  at  about  a 6 percent  annual  rate  be- 
tween the  end  of  1966  and  1967.  But  this  is  'the  result  of  an  annual  rate  rise  of 
a little  less  than  3V2  percent  in  the  first  half  of  1967  and  8V2  percent  in  the  sec- 
ond half.  Real  output  grew  at  little  more  than  a 1 percent  annual  rate  in  the  first 
half  of  1967  but  at  about  4V3  percent  in  each  of  the  last  two  quarters  of  the 
year. 

This  rebound  has  left  only  a narrow  margin  of  unutilized  efBcient  resources 
readily  available  which  can  be  drawn  upon  to  boo^t  this  year’s  rate  of  growth  in 
output.  It  may  appear  that  there  is  still  some  margin  of  spare  manufacturing 
capacity  with  operating  rates  in  the  85  percent  range — about  6 points  below  the 
peak  1966  levels.  But  much  of  this  unused  capacity  is  likely  to  be  the  high  cost 
and  less  efficient  capacity.  In  any  event,  the  utilization  rate  by  itself  is  a very 
unreliable  Indication  of  slack  because  of  the  shortage  of  skilled  and  semiskilled 
labor.  The  overall  unemployment  rate  has  fallen  to  3%  percent — the  lowest  in 
14  years.  The  rate  for  adult  males  is  2.3  percent  also  as  low  as  at  any  time  since 
the  early  1950’s. 

Despite  the  slow  first  half  of  1967,  the  resumption  of  strong  growth  in  the 
economy  during  the  second  half  set  off  a sharp  advance  in  prices.  The  compre- 
hensive GNP  price  deflator  which  had  increased  at  an  annual  rate  of  about  2% 
percent  in  the  first  half  of  the  year  advanced  at  nearly  a 4-percent  rate  in  the 
second  half.  This  second-half  advance  was  the  largest  in  more  than  a decade 
despite  the  fact  that  farm  product  prices  were  falling  during  much  of  1967. 

The  economy  is  in  grave  danger  of  excessive  overheating.  Restraint  or  the 
risk  of  spiralling  inflation  are  the  alternatives.  If  we  move  decisively  to  apply 
restraint,  we  can  reduce  inflationary  pressures  and  expect  a year  of  stable 
growth.  The  economy  enters  'the  Sth  year  of  its  record  breaking  expansion  in 
better  balance  than  a year  ago.  Then  there  was  an  inventory  overhang  and  the 
housing  industry  was  depressed.  Now,  the  rate  of  inventory  accumulation  is  in 
better  relation  to  sales  and  housing  has  made  a strong  recovery.  But  there  is 
still  a serious  imbalance  domestically  that  must  be  removed.  That  imbalance  is 
in  the  Federal  sector.  The  Federal  budget  is  in  heavy  deficit  at  a time  when  there 
is  a need,  not  for  steady  stimulus,  but  for  a sharp  and  decisive  movement  toward 
fiscal  restraint. 
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Budgetary  policy:  The  need  for  restraint 

In  'the  period  from  late  1965  to  the  middle  of  last  year,  the  Federal  fiscal  posi- 
tion operated  In  a consistently  stabilizing  direction.  Opinions  may  differ  as  to 
whether  or  not  fiscal  actions  were  always  large  enough  or  precise  In  their  timing. 
But,  the  general  profile  of  the  Federal  fiscal  position  was  appropriately  geared  to 
the  isitate  of  the  economy.  In  the  third  quarter  of  1965,  with  the  Vietnam  buildup 
barely  underway  the  Federal  deficit  on  national  Income  accounts  basis  was  run- 
ning in  excess  of  $3  billion  annual  rate.  By  the  end  of  the  year,  rising  revenues 
had  pulled  the  NIA  budget  to  a position  of  near  balance.  In  early  1966,  the  rise 
in  payroll  taxes  for  social  security  and  the  Tax  Adjustment  Act,  along  wdth  the 
revenues  generated  by  the  faster  pace  of  activity,  swung  the  NIA  budget  into  a 
surplus  of  $3  billion  annual  rate  by  mid-1966. 

By  the  third  quarter  of  1966,  the  NIA  budget  had  moved  back  to  a position  of 
near  neutrality.  And,  by  the  final  quarter,  with  signs  of  a possible  inventory 
adjustment  appearing,  that  budget  moved  further  In  the  direction  of  stimulus 
to  a $3.3  billion  rate  of  deficit.  As  the  economy  slowed  further  early  in  1967,  the 
budget  moved  to  an  even  more  stimulative  position  with  an  NIA  deficit  which 
approached  a $15  billion  annual  rate  by  the  middle  of  the  year. 

But  the  large  Federal  deficits  have  overstayed  their  time.  The  rate  of  deficit 
in  the  exuberant  last  half  of  1967  narrowed  slightly  but  still  averaged  in  the 
$12  billion  range — clearly  inappropriate  in  a high  employment  economy  with 
private  demand  strong  and  rising.  Increasingly,  the  effects  of  that  deficit  are 
being  registered  in  rising  prices  and  a deteriorating  trade  balance. 

As  a consequence  of  the  President’s  proposed  fiscal  actions,  initially  proposed 
last  August  3 in  his  Tax  Message  and  renewed  this  January,  the  Federal  NIA 
deficit  would  be  reduced  from  the  $12.5  billion  rate  of  1967  to  an  estimated  $5 
billion  for  calendar  :1968.  In  terms  of  fiscal  years,  the  reduction  would  be  from 
$10  billion  in  1968  to  $2.5  billion  in  1969. 

Without  fiscal  action,  the  NIA  deficit  would  remain  near  its  present  levels 
and  would  be  an  excessively  stimulative  influence  on  our  high  employment 
economy.  Continuation  of  deceits  on  such  a scale  would  greatly  increase  the 
risk  of  more  inflation  and  further  short-run  deterioration  in  our  trade  balance. 

Also,  with  monetary  policy  now  pointed  in  the  direction  of  restraint,  an  ex- 
cessively large  budget  deficit  with  a corresponding  need  for  continuing  heavy 
Federal  borrowing  would  tip  the  odds  toward  a return  to  tight  money  condi- 
tions. Interest  rates  are  already  at  extremely  high  levels  in  terms  of  our  his- 
torical experience  and  a move  to  even  higher  rates  and  reduced  availability  of 
credit  for  housing.  State  and  local  needs,  and  small  business  would  be  a very 
unhappy  prospect. 

The  President’s  fiscal  program  includes  expenditure  restraint  as  well  as  the 
proposed  tax  increase.  The  expenditure  cuts  in  specific  programs  totaling  $4.3 
billion  achieved  by  joint  congressional  and  Executive  action  late  last  year  were 
in  the  spirit  of  the  recommendations  made  by  your  committee  in  its  last  annual 
report. 

The  current  budget  also  propo.sed  program  reductions  and  reforms,  totaling 
$2.9  billion  in  fiscal  1969,  with  the  expenditure  savings  spread  over  several 
years.  As  a result,  outlays  in  relatively  controllable  civilian  programs  will  be 
virtually  stable  betiv^een  fiscal  1968  and  1969.  The  net  rise  of  $0.5  billion  is  made 
up  of  decreases  in  controllable  civilian  outlays  of  $2.5  billion  and  increases  of 
$3.0  billion.  About  two-thirds  of  the  $3  billion  increase  is  for  payments  on  prior 
contracts  and  commitments. 

The  total  expenditure  increase  for  fiscal  1969,  on  the  unified  budget  basis,  of 
$10.4  billion  is  almost  entirely  accounted  for  by  rising  outlays  for  defense  and 
for  relatively  fixed  charges  under  present  laws. 

While  there  may  be  considerable  differences  of  opinion  about  the  choice  of 
priorities,  there  has  been  a definite  application  of  priorities.  The  prompt  enact- 
ment of  the  proposed  tax  program  is  the  only  realistic  way  of  assuring  the  timely 
reduction  in  the  fiscal  1969  deficit  of  $13  billion  or  any  sum  approaching  that 
magnitude.  And  every  day  that  passes  without  a tax  increase  adds  $33  million 
to  the  fiscal  1968  deficit.  Alread.y  dela.y  has  cost  $4.5  billion  in  revenues. 

Over  the  years,  the  activities  of  this  committee  have  done  a great  deal  to 
elevate  the  level  of  public  discussion  of  economic  issues  and  have  contributed  to 
much  more  informed  attitudes  on  public  policy.  With  your  help  we  have  gone 
beyond  an  earlier,  and  misleading,  orthodoxy  which  did  not  assign  fiscal  policy 
any  role  in  stabilizing  the  economy.  There  is  a need  now  to  demonstrate  that 
fiscal  policy  can  appropriately  be  used  to  restrain  as  well  as  to  stimulate.  Your 
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support  of  the  President’s  fiscal  recommendations — on  the  basis  of  their  eco- 
nomic iogic — ^would  be  an  effective  and  Influential  endorsement  of  the  practice, 
as  weii  as  the  theory,  of  stabilizing  fiscal  policy. 

Financial  policies  and  debt  management 

In  the  financial  area,  we  look  back  on  a year  of  strong  demand  pressures  in 
our  money  and  capitai  markets.  Because  of  these  strong  demands,  interest  rates 
moved  higher  despite  a larger  flow  of  savings  and  monetary  ease  during  most 
of  the  year.  Money  market  rates  did  decline  in  the  first  haif  of  the  year  but  then 
moved  up  rather  steadiiy.  Longer-term  interest  rates  dipped  only  temporarily 
in  early  1967  and  rose  during  the  balance  of  the  year. 

The  financial  demands  of  the  private  sector  were  strong  even  while  the  economy 
was  moving  more  slowly  in  early  1967.  Partly  in  reaction  to  the  credit  squeeze 
of  1966,  efforts  were  made  to  rebuild  liquidity  and  provide  for  possible  future 
credit  needs.  As  the  year  progressed,  an  upturn  in  planned  business  plant  and 
equipment  expenditures  and  a rise  in  inventory  investment  were  adding  to 
corporate  financial  requirements.  Long-term  corporate  security  offerings  and 
placements  (including  refundings)  reached  $24  billion  in  1967,  about  36  percent 
above  the  sizeable  1966  total.  State  and  local  issues  in  1967  are  estimated  at 
$14%  billion,  about  27  percent  above  1966.  Net  additions  to  mortgage  debt  at 
$22  billion  were  only  slightly  above  the  1966  total,  but  were  rising  throughout 
the  year  as  savings  inflows  to  mortgage  lenders  continued  in  large  volume. 

With  private  demands  strong  all  year,  the  major  change  was  in  the  Federal 
fiscal  position  which  swung  from  debt  repayment  to  heavy  net  borrowing.  In  terms 
of  the  new  budget  concept  of  the  Federal  sector’s  net  financing  demand  on  the 
economy,  which  includes  the  Federal  Reserve  System  with  the  private  sector, 
there  was  a net  repayment  of  $5%  billion  in  the  January-June  1967  period. 
Adding  the  financing  activities  of  the  Federal  home  loan  banks  and  the  Federal 
land  banks  and  subtracting  security  purchases  of  the  Federal  Reserve,  there 
was  a net  repayment  of  $11  billion  to  the  private  sectors.  In  contrast,  repayments 
bo  the  private  sectors  were  only  $2  billion  in  January-June  1966  and  $4%  billion 
in  January-June  1965. 

In  the  second  half  of  last  year,  the  Federal  sector  made  net  credit  demands 
on  the  private  sector  of  about  $18  billion.  This  was  shai-ply  above  the  net  credit 
demands  of  roughly  $5  billion  each  in  the  July-December  periods  of  1964,  1965, 
and  1966.  The  combination  of  strong  private  and  Government  demands  for  ci'edit 
exerted  strong  upward  pressure  on  interest  rates  during  the  second  half  of  1967. 
Fortunately,  though,  there  was  no  large  scale  diversion  of  funds  away  from  the 
mortgage  market  last  year  as  there  had  been  in  1966.  However,  saving  inflows 
at  thrift  institutions  have  been  slowing  down  and  there  is  no  room  for  com- 
placency. Prompt  tax  action  is  still  the  best  insurance  of  a continued  recovery 
in  housing. 

For  the  current  half-year,  even  with  prompt  action  on  the  tax  bill,  the  Federal 
sector,  including  the  home  loan  banks  and  the  land  banks,  may  make  a contra- 
seasonal  net  credit  demand  of  $5  billion  or  more  on  the  rest  of  the  economy, 
including  the  Federal  Reserve. 

Borrowing  requirements  in  fiscal  1969  will,  of  course,  depend  very  much  on 
the  outcome  of  the  President’s  fiscal  proposals.  In  the  absence  of  tax  action, 
the  fiscal  1969  deficit  on  the  new  unified  budget  basis  would  exceed  $20  billion 
and  require  roughly  that  amount  of  borrowing.  To  this  would  be  added  home 
loan  banks  and  land  bank  requirements  and  the  amount  of  FNMA  borrowing 
for  secondary  market  operations  in  its  proposed  new  private  ownership  status. 
The  impact  of  such  a volume  of  Federal  borrowing  may  be  judged  from  the 
following  comparison.  In  the  period  fiscal  1961  through  fiscal  1967,  Federal 
borrowing  averaged  less  than  $5  billion  annually. 

Large  scale  deficit  financing  in  overstrained  financial  markets  diverts  credit 
flows  and  drives  up  interest  rates.  It  is  not  a question  of  whether  or  not  the 
Government  will  get  its  money — of  course  it  will.  But,  in.  the  process,  the  cost 
of  all  credit  is  driven  up  and  many  private  borrowers  are  knocked  entirely  out 
of  the  market.  At  the  present  time,  most  interest  rates  are  below  their  end  of 
1967  levels  but  they  have  begun  rising  again. 

Recently  the  Treasury  has  undertaken  sizeable  refunding,  prerefunding,  and 
cash  financing  operations,  all  of  which  have  been  successful.  But  the  new  securi- 
ties had  to  carry  historically  high  rates  of  interest  in  order  to  attract  investors. 
Thus,  prompt  and  favorable  action  is  needed  on  the  President’s  tax  proposals 
to  raise  $16  billion  in  fiscal  1968  and  1969.  This  would  shrink  the  budget  deficits 
and  hold  Federal  borrowing  to  manageable  levels. 
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The  need  for  a return  to  cost-price  stability 

Our  OA'erall  price  record  since  the  current  expansion  began  in  early  1961 
remains  a good  one.  During  this  period  the  average  percentage  rise  in  U.S.  con- 
sumer prices  has  been  less  than  in  any  otlier  major  country.  Even  since  mid-1965 
our  record  is  better  than  that  of  most  major  industrial  countries.  But  there  are 
clear  warning  signs  that  this  good  record  is  in  danger. 

One  of  last  year’s  more  disturbing  developments  was  the  much  faster  advance 
of  prices  after  midyear.  The  gain  in  gross  national  product  in  the  second  half 
of  1967  was  impressive — a rise  of  $32  billion  despite  a sizable  loss  because  of 
the  auto  strike.  But  nearly  half  of  the  $32  billion  rise  was  eaten  up  in  the  form 
of  higher  prices.  By  way  of  contrast,  in  the  period  from  early  1961  to  mid-1965  less 
than  one-quarter  of  the  gain  in  GNP  reflected  higher  prices.  And  even  from 
mid-1965  to  mid-1967,  the  proportion  of  GNP  gain  attributable  to  rising  prices  was 
less  than  it  has  been  recently. 

Since  mid-1965,  there  have  been  three  fairly  distinct  periods  as  far  as  price 
changes  are  concerned.  From  mid-1965  through  September  1966,  both  consumer 
and  industrial  prices  rose  strongly.  The  rise  was  triggered  by  the  burst  of  demand 
which  quickly  carried  the  economy  to  near-capacity  levels  of  operation.  This  set 
off  a process  in  which  wage  advances  and  price  increases  began  to  interact.  From 
about  September  1966  through  the  middle  of  last  year,  there  was  some  relief  from 
the  rapid  rate  of  price  advance  as  the  pace  of  economic  advance  slowed  tem- 
porarily, but  costs  continued  to  move  up.  Finally,  in  the  second  half  of  last  year, 
as  demand  strengthened,  the  rate  of  price  advance  accelerated  once  more. 

We  are  now  at  the  point  where  so-called  demand-pull  and  cost-push  factors  are 
threatening  to  interact  with  one  another  in  a dangerous  manner.  Once  an  infla- 
tionary process  is  well  established,  any  distinction  between  demand-pull  and  cost- 
push  breaks  down  entirely.  Rises  in  costs  are  reflected  in  higher  prices  and 
money  incomes  which  contribute  to  increased  spending,  which  drives  up  costs 
and  prices,  and  so  on.  Fiscal  and  monetary  restraint  can  slow  this  upward  spiral 
by  cutting  back  demand,  but  the  measures  may  have  to  be  very  severe  if  the 
inflationary  process  Is  allowed  to  gain  momentum.  This  we  must  avoid. 

The  real  risk  of  recession  does  not  lie  in  the  prospect  of  too  much  fiscal  re- 
straint from  the  President’s  program.  Rather  it  lies  in  the  threat  that  fiscal  in- 
action and  too  much  demand  will  aggravate  the  inflationary  pressures  that  are 
already  all  too  apparent.  The  prompt  application  of  fiscal  restraint  is  our  best  in- 
surance against  further  inflation  and  the  risk  of  an  eventual  return  to  “boom 
and  bust.” 

Balance  of  payments 

As  you  know,  the  immediate  background  of  the  action  program  to  bring  our 
payments  to  or  close  to  equilibrium  this  year  which  the  President  announced 
in  his  New  Year’s  Day  Message  included  : 

• — the  devaluation  of  the  British  pound  with  its  disturbing  impact  on  the  inter- 
national monetary  system  and  the  value  of  eurrencies ; 

— a sharp  increase  in  our  gold  sales  during  the  final  quarter  of  1967,  reflecting 
the  uncertainty  and  unrest  on  international  foreign  exchange  markets  associated 
with  the  devaluation  of  the  British  pound  ; plus 

— indications  of  a very  sharp  deterioration  also,  during  the  fourth  quarter, 
in  our  payments  deficit,  following  some  decline  in  the  second  and  third  quarters 
from  the  levels  of  1965  and  1966. 

The  preliminary  figures  on  our  fourth  quarter  and  full-year  1967  payments 
deficit  appear  in  the  regular  quarterly  Department  of  Commerce  press  release 
being  issued  today.  They  show  : 

— A deficit  for  the  year,  on  the  liquidity  basis,  of  $3,572  million — which  is  near 
the  lower  end  of  the  $3.5  billion-$4.0  billion  range  anticipated  in  the  President’s 
Message  but,  nevertheless  a deterioration  of  $2.2  billion  compared  with  the  1966 
results.  The  deficit  for  the  year,  on  the  official  settlements  basis,  was  $3.4  billion. 

— A seasonally  adjusted  liquidity  deficit  for  the  fourth  quarter  alone  of  $1,832 
million.  This  represents — a rate  of  deficit  more  than  three  times  as  large  as  the 
$580  million  seasonally  adjusted  average  for  the  first  three  quarters  of  the  year ; 
and  the  worst  deficit  we  have  experienced  in  any  single  quarter,  at  least  since 
the  third  quarter  of  1950  following  the  outbreak  of  the  Korean  War. 

— A sharp  deterioration  in  our  merchandise  trade  account  during  the  final 
quarter — resulting  in  a trade  surplus  for  the  full-year  1967  virtually  identical 
wdth  that  of  1966  in;  place  of  the  moderate  improvement  which  w'e  had  expected 
on  the  basis  of  the  experience  of  the  first  three  quarters. 
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The  details  of  this  increase  in  our  fourth  quarter  payments  deficit  will  not  be 
available  for  several  weeks.  But  it  is  clear  that  the  most  worrisome  element 
in  the  picture  was  the  drop  in  our  trade  surplus.  Imports  rose  over  $500  million 
while  exports  dropped  nearly  $200  million  from  the  January-September  aver- 
ages. Our  trade  picture  thus  accounted  for  more  than  half  of  the  increase  in 
our  liquidity  deficit  above  the  levels  of  the  first  three  quarters. 

— A second  major  developmenit  in  the  fourth  quarters  was  the  liquidation  by  the 
U.K.  Government  of  the  $570  million  remaining  balance  from  its  long-term 
investments  in  U.S.  securities.  This  action,  of  course,  was  taken  in  connection 
with  the  devaluation  crisis. 

— Unfortunately,  as  noted  earlier,  the  detail  necessary  to  evaluate  other  factors 
simply  is  not  yet  available.  Such  other  categories  of  our  international  payments 
for  which  preliminary  figures  are  now  available  show  generally  rather  small — 
and  largely  offsetting — changes  as  compared  with  the  first  three  quarters  of  the 
year. 

Last  month  I released  a Treasury  Department  report  entitled  “Maintaining 
the  Strength  of  the  United  States  Dollar  in  a Strong  Free  World  Economy.” 
This  document  details  the  background  and  reasons  for  the  Action  Program  an- 
nounced by  the  President.  It  describes  what  we  have  done  to  date,  and  what  we 
propose  to  do,  both  over  the  short-  and  long-term.  Copies  of  this  report  are 
available  to  each  member  of  the  committee. 

The  President’s  Action  Program  underlines  the  urgent  need  for  a tight  lid  on 
expenditures,  appropriate  monetary  policy  and  a more  effective  voluntary  pro- 
gram of  wage-price  restraint.  As  the  President’s  Economic  Report  points  out; 
“l.’he  avoidance  of  excessive  demand  in  our  economy  is  crucial  to  the  strength 
of  the  dollar  as  well  as  to  our  domestic  prosperity. 

“If  we  place  too  much  pressure  on  our  resources,  U.S.  buyers  will  turn  abroad 
for  supplies  and  our  imports  will  soar.  And  if  our  prices  rise,  we  will  weaken  our 
export  competitiveness  and  attract  even  more  imports — not  just  immediately, 
but  for  years  to  come.” 

I shall  not  review  in  detail  the  various  selective  measures  through  which  we 
seek  an  improvement  of  $3  billion  in  our  balance  of  payments  during  the  year 
1968.  They  are  set  forth  clearly  in  the  Presidential  statement  which  appears  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Treasury  report  on  the  Action  Program. 

The  United  States  recognizes  its  responsibility  for  adjusting  its  own  balance 
of  payments,  and  it  does  not  intend  to  shirk  this  responsibility.  At  the  same  time, 
it  must  be  recognized  that  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  is  part  of  a world  pat- 
tern of  payments.  The  counterparts  of  the  deficits  of  some  countries  are  the 
surpluses  of  other  countries.  Because  of  the  concentration  of  payments  surpluses 
in  Continental  Western  Europe,  it  is  primarily  to  this  group  of  countries 
that  we  must  look  for  cooperative  actions  facilitating  the  progress  toward  inter- 
national equilibrium  that  the  U.S.  program  would  make  possible.  The  relationship 
of  the  U.S.  deficit  and  the  persistent  surplus  of  these  countries  is  examined  in 
Chapter  IX  of  the  Treasury  report. 

We  have  undertaken  both  bilateral  and  multilateral  consultations  with  other 
countries  regarding  our  action  program.  Broadly  speaking,  the  response  of  the 
Continental  European  countries  has  been  gratifying.  They  recognize  and  accept 
the  fact  that  their  surpluses  must  fall  along  with  the  correction  of  the  U.S. 
deficit.  There  is  some  concern  regarding  the  more  favorable  treatment  of  non- 
Continental  countries  in  several  phases  of  our  program  but  there  is  appreciation 
that  a nondifferentiated  program  would  have  created  painful  adjustment  prob- 
lems for  countries  least  able  to  make  these  adjustments.  'There  are  encouraging 
indications  of  a general  readiness  on  the  part  of  individual  countries  to  adjust 
their  fiscal  and  monetary  policies  to  the  new  situation  created  by  the  U.S. 
program. 

The  European  nations  strongly  emphasize  that  the  full  objectives  of  the  pro- 
gram will  not  be  achieved  without  the  primary  and  essential  component  of 
restraint  on  the  U.S.  economy  through  fiscal  and  monetary  policy,  supplemented 
by  intelligent  and  responsible  actions  by  management  and  labor  to  limit  the 
rise  in  unit  costs  to  a noninflationary  level.  In  particular,  action  on  the  tax 
Increase  has  become  a critical  and  symbolic  test,  in  European  eyes,  of  our  ability 
to  control  domestic  inflationary  pressures.  It  is  the  acid  test  of  fiscal  responsi- 
bility and  confidence  in  the  future  of  the  dollar  in  financial  circles  here  and 
abroad. 
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International  finance 

One  of  the  diflSculties  faced  in  discussion  of  our  balance  of  payments  problem 
is  that  it  is  hard  to;  put  in  terms  that  are  analogous  to  the  familiar  financial  prob- 
lems of  doing  business  in  the  United  States.  The  United  States  can  be  likened 
to  a large  trader  and  investor,  as  set  forth  on  pages  12  and  13  of  the  President’s 
Economic  Report.  It  also  is  the  most  important  international  banking  center. 
About  half  of  our  liquid  liabilities  of  $33  billion  are  holdings  of  foreign  monetary 
authorities,  the  United  States  acting  as  a bank.  The  oflScial  dollar  holdings  of 
foreign  countries  are  part,  and  in  many  cases  a large  part,  of  the  ultimate 
national  reserves  that  foreign  nations  hold  to  meet  unforeseen  contingencies. 
Thus  we  have  the  responsibility  that  falls  upon  a bank  to  maintain  at  all  times 
the  unquestioned  confidence  of  the  depositors  in  its  liquidity  as  well  as  its 
solvency. 

We  need  to  have  reserves  that  will  assure  that  our  depositors  can  spend  their 
dollars  in  all  the  major  countries  of  the  world.  Some  of  these  countries,  notably 
in  Continental  Europe,  will  expect  the  United  States  as  a bank  to  pay  them,  in 
effect,  not  in  dollars  but  in  gold  or  in  claims  on  the  International  Monetary  Fund 
as  they  acquire  dollars  beyond  their  customary  official  holdings  of  dollars.  They 
have  the  alternative  of  reinvesting  some  or  all  of  these  dollar  receipts  in  private 
markets — and  this  alternative  can  be  particularly  helpful  when  borrowing 
demands  in  the  European  capital  markets  are  heavy — but  there  is  likely  at  times 
to  be  some  cashing  of  dollars  into  gold. 

Although  the  world  has  come  a long  way  toward  accepting  dollars  as  a regular 
and  normal  proportion  of  world  reserves,  it  is  still  true  that  gold  comprises  about 
$40  billion  of  the  total  world  reserves  of  something  over  $70  billion.  The  gold 
ratio  is  substantially  higher  for  some  countries,  particularly  in  Europe.  And 
our  depositors,  in  some  cases,  feel  the  need  of  assurance  that  their  reserves  in 
the  form  of  dollars,  are  adequately  protected  by  large  and  available  reserves  of 
gold  (or  the  equivalent  in  claims  on  the  IMF). 

The  importance  of  the  factor  of  confidence  in  a major  currency  was  demon- 
strated by  the  recent  experience  of  sterling.  The  international  monetary  system 
was  put  to  a severe  test  by  the  devaluation  of  sterling  and  its  aftermath.  This 
challenge  was  met,  and  the  results  demonstrated  the  resilience  and  the  resistance 
of  the  system  to  a difficult  series  of  political  and  financial  events.  The  private 
markets  for  gold  had  shown  nervousness  since  the  Mid-East  crisis  in  the  spring, 
and  the  devaluation  of  sterling  triggered  a heavy  run  on  gold. 

A statement  by  the  gold  pool  contributors  made  in  Frankfurt*  the  weekend 
after  devaluation  served  to  calm  the  market  substantially.  But  later,  rumors 
again  fiooded  the  market — the  size  of  the  pool’s  losses,  the  possible  withdrawal 
of  support  of  the  pool  and  the  possibility  of  limitations  of  some  sort  being  placed 
on  the  market. 

A further  statement  by  me  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  made  with  the  support  of  the  other  gold  pool  mem- 
bers, again  restored  comparative  calm.  But  the  factor  that  brought  more  endur- 
ing strength  to  the  gold  market  W'as  the  announcement  on  January  1 by  the 
President  of  a forceful  U.S.  balance  of  payments  program.  With  only  a few 
exceptional  days  the  market  has  been  much  better  balanced  in  1968. 

The  events  of  1967  accentuated  the  need  for  prompt  implementation  of  the 
International  Monetary  Fund  plan  for  multilateral  creation  of  supplementary 
reserve  assets.  The  strenuous  efforts  being  made  by  the  United  Kingdom  and  the 
United  States  to  eliminate  their  deficits  should  have  the  effect  of  markedly 
reducing  additions  to  dollar  and  sterling  reserves  held  by  other  countries.  At 
the  same  time  the  unreliability  of  new  gold  supplies  as  significant  additions  to 
the  world’s  monetary  reserves  has  been  amply  demonstrated.  The  world’s  mone- 
tary gold  stocks  may  actually  have  declined  by  as  much  as  $1  billion  in  1967. 

The  restoration  of  a calmer  atmosphere  in  the  gold  market  could  ultimately 
lead  to  some  additions  of  gold  to  monetary  reserves.  But,  the  world  now  faces 
the  prospect  of  a limited  rate  of  growth  in  reserves.  The  Subcommittee  on  Inter- 
national Exchange  and  Payments  of  this  committee  has  taken  a leading  part  in 
drawing  attention  to  this  situation. 

The  problem  of  inadequate  growth  of  reserves  can  be  met  by  creating  Special 
Drawing  Rights  in  the  International  Monetary  Fund,  under  a plan  unanimously 
approved  by  the  Fund  Governors  last  September.  Under  the  plan,  all  the  par- 
ticipating members  would  obtain  the  newly  created  assets  in  proportion  to  their 


' See  exhibit  34. 
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quotas  in  the  Fund.  The  amount  of  drawing  rights  to  be  created  would  be  deter- 
mined from  time  to  time,  normally  for  intervals  of  5 years  in  advance,  in  such 
a way  as  to  assure  an  adequate  but  not  excessive  rate  of  growth  in  global 
reserves.  There  is  ample  safeguard  against  excessive  use  of  this  authority  in 
the  provision  that  the  Managing  Director  will  make  a proposal  for  creation  of 
the  new  drawing  rights  only  after  extensive  consultation,  and  proposals  will 
require  the  approval  of  85  percent  of  the  weighted  votes  of  participating  countries. 

In  order  to  make  sure  that  the  Special  Drawing  Eights  will  .serve  effectively 
as  supplementary  reserve  assets,  countries  undertake  obligations  to  accept  them 
up  to  an  amount  that  will  always  equal  three  times  the  amount  of  Special 
Drawing  Rights  that  may  be  created  for  them.  It  is  these  obligations  to  accept 
the  new  instrument  that  give  it  its  assured  backing;  countries  may  also  accept 
larger  amounts  voluntarily  and  will  probably  do  so  as  the  instrument  becomes 
more  familiar  in  the  years  to  come. 

I will  not  go  into  further  detail  here  on  the  Special  Drawing  Rights,  but  will 
be  glad  to  submit  for  the  record  the  outline  plan  that  was  approved  in  September 
at  Rio  de  Janeiro,  and  a statement  I made  before  the  Subcommittee  on  Inter- 
national Exchange  and  Payments  of  this  commitee  on  September  14. 

I am  pleased  to  report  that  the  process  of  drafting  amendments  to  bi’ing  the 
plan  into  effect  is  going  forward  in  the  Fund.  After  their  completion  by  the 
Executive  Board,  scheduled  for  March  31,  1968,  by  the  Resolution  at  Rio,  the 
amendments  will  be  submitted  to  the  Governors  of  the  Fund  to  approve,  by  a 
simple  weighted  majority,  submission  to  governments  for  acceptance.  If  all 
goes  as  scheduled,  it  will  be  possible  to  present  the  amendments  to  the  Congress 
for  its  consideration  in  the  spring  of  this  year. 

The  plan  will  become  effective  in  the  constitutional  sense  when  the  amend- 
ments have  been  accepted  by  three-fifths  of  the  members  of  the  Fund  having 
80  percent  of  the  weighted  votes.  At  this  stage,  which  might  take  place  in  late 
1968  or  early  1969,  the  Managing  Director  and  the  members  can  make  a deter- 
mination that  initial  activation  should  take  place.  This  will  require  the  approval 
of  85  percent  of  the  weighted  vote  of  the  participating  members. 

I should  also  mention  that  the  Executive  Directors  will  prepare  a second 
report  dealing  with  a number  of  proposals  for  amendments  directly  related  to 
the  Special  Drawing  Rights  plan,  put  forward  for  study  primarily  by  the  mem- 
bers of  the  European  Economic  Community.  There  are  several  controversial 
proposals,  and  all  are  under  active  discussion  in  the  Executive  Board  of  the 
Fund.  A report  must  be  made  to  the  Governors  by  March  31, 1968,  and  we  do  not 
yet  know  to  what  extent  some  questions  may  require  further  consideration  after 
that  date.  We  would  strongly  hope  that  the  controversial  issues  in  these  pro- 
posals, if  not  settled  promptly,  would  not  delay  ratification  of  the  Special  Drawing 
Rights  plan. 

Conclusion 

The  need  for  fiscal  restraint  is  the  dominant  feature  of  our  economic  situation, 
combined  with  less  inflationary  wage-price  decisions  and  direct  balance  of  pay- 
ments measures,  some  short  term  and  some  long  term.  In  the  present  setting, 
thei’e  is  no  conflict  between  the  policy  prescription  for  both  the  domestic  economy 
and  the  balance  of  payments.  Bach  would  be  improved  by  a prompt  transition  to  a 
less  inflationary  environment.  Both  our  budget  and  our  balance  of  payments 
deficits  are  far  too  large  and  both  must  be  reduced.  The  action  program  to  shrink 
the  balance  of  payments  deficit  by  $3  billion  is  already  in  motion.  Corresponding 
action  is  urgently  required  on  the  President’s  tax  program,  which  would  cut  our 
budget  deficits  in  fiscal  1968  and  1969  by  $16  billion  over  the  next  year  and  a half. 


Exhibit  14. — Remarks  by  Under  Secretary  Barr,  October  4,  1967,  before  the 
Boston  Economic  Club,  on  economic  and  financial  policy 

One  of  the  oldest  litanies  in  the  Christian  Church  is  one  that  I believe  dates 
back  to  around  400  A.D.  The  priest  chants  the  theme,  and  the  congregation 
responds  with  “Good  Lord  Preserve  Us.”  The  priest  chants,  “In  times  of  be- 
reavement * » ♦ ” and  the  congregation  responds,  “*  * * Good  Lord  Preserve  Us,” 
or  “In  times  of  plague  ♦ ♦ ♦”  and  the  respionse,  “*  • * Good  Lord  Preserve  Us.” 
One  section  of  the  litany  has  always  intrigued  me.  It  goes,  “In  times  of  pros- 
perity * * *”  “Good  Lord  Preserve  Us.” 

I am  sure  that  this  ancient  bit  of  human  wisdom  is  repeated  in  most  other 
religions  in  one  form  or  another.  My  friends  who  are  better  acquainted  than  I 
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am  with  theology  have  explained  to  me  that  the  chant  refers  to  the  theological 
belief  that  men  tend  to  become  morally  flabby  in  times  when  life  is  easy. 

I have  often  thought,  however,  that  the  ancient  litany  has  a different  and 
special  significance  for  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.  A 
distinguished  resident  of  this  community.  Professor  Paul  Samuelson,  has  said 
on  occasion  that  “The  job  of  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  can’t  be  an  easy  one ; 
it’s  to  suffer.”  I will  argue  today  that  their  suffering  is  compounded  in  times  of 
prosperity,  and  most  particularly  in  times  of  excessive  prosperity. 

Today,  a Secretary  of  the  Treasury  who  fought  long  and  hard  for  tax  re- 
duction as  the  keystone  of  long-run  national  economic  policy  is  pressing  the 
case  for  a tax  increase.  And,  throughout  Government,  the  public  purse  strings 
must  be  pulled  tighter.  For  these  are  the  times  when  the  lessons  of  the  “new” 
economics  merge  with  those  of  the  “old.”  Economy  takes  on  its  traditional  mean- 
ing and  a measure  of  fiscal  restraint  is  essential  to  the  national  interest. 

I now  would  like  to  take  just  a few  moments  to  place  my  theme  and  our  current 
dilemma  in  a historic  perspective. 

The  economic  debate  in  this  country  over  the  past  quarter-century  has  in  large 
measure  revolved  around  the  question  of  how  to  maintain  prosperity  through 
the  full  utilization  of  our  labor,  our  plant,  and  our  savings.  In  1940,  when  our 
GNP  was  running  at  a rate  then  estimated  at  some  $97  billion,  I can  remember 
my  distinguished  professors  at  Harvard  exhorting  everyone  in  sight  to  use 
all  possible  ingenuity  to  get  rates  well  beyond  $100  billion  per  year.  AVith  un- 
employment still  far  too  high  in  1940,  there  was  ample  cause  for  concern. 

It  has  often  been  pointed  out  that  the  great  depression  left  my  generation 
oi'iented  toward  material  considerations.  I believe  that  this  is  probably  correct. 
AVe  were — and  perhaps  are — rather  materialistic  in  our  outlook. 

Perhaps  it  is  time  someone  said  a few  words  in  defense  of  materialism.  As 
is  so  often  the  case,  I find  that  someone  has  already  said  them.  Not  Professor 
Samuelson  this  time,  although  they  do  appear  as  a preface  to  a chapter  in  his 
textbook,  where  Francis  Hackett  is  quoted  to  good  effect : 

“I  believe  in  materialism  * » » i believe  in  all  the  proceeds  of  a healthy 
materialism — good  cooking,  dry  houses,  dry  feet,  sewers,  drainpipes,  hot  water, 
baths,  electric  lights,  automobiles,  good  roads,  bright  streets,  long  vacations 
away  from  the  village  pump,  new  ideas,  fast  horses,  swift  conversation,  theatres, 
operas,  orchestras,  bands  * * * I believe  in  them  all,  for  everybody.  The  man  who 
dies  without  knowing  these  things  may  be  as  exquisite  as  a saint,  and  as  rich 
as  a poet : but  it  is  in  spite,  not  because,  of  his  deprivation.” 

A materialistic  outlook  in  this  better  sense  possibly  accounts  in  some  measure 
for  the  emphasis  we  have  seen  in  this  past  quarter-century  on  science  and  tech- 
nology, on  sophisticated  techniques  of  business  management,  and  on  conscious 
use  of  national  economic  policy  to  promote  economic  expansion. 

Our  success  in  all  these  areas  has  been  little  short  of  spectacular.  As  a result, 
the  vast  majority  of  the  people  in  this  nation  have  reached  a level  of  affluence  few 
would  have  dreamed  possible  in  1940.  The  interaction  of  our  success  in  the 
areas  of  science  and  technology,  business  management,  and  our  use  of  national 
economic  policy  has  changed  this  country  mightily. 

On  the  whole,  I believe  that  the  change  has  been  to  the  good.  I believe  that 
the  American  economy  running  at  full  employment  is  a mighty  engine  of  social 
progress  and  reform.  I believe  that  it  has  brought  the  opportunity  for  a useful 
and  productive  life  to  millions  of  American  men  and  women  whose  usefulness 
might  well  have  been  lost — as  it  was,  for  a time,  in  the  depression  decade.  I 
believe  that  our  success  has  enabled  us  to  export  a measure  of  hope  to  a large 
portion  of  the  world  where  in  much  of  recorded  history  hope  had  been  non- 
existent. 

Having  said  all  this,  I must  also  say  that  no  human  situation  is  perfect,  and 
even  prosperity — as  the  ancient  divine  so  clearly  recognized — has  its  problems. 
The  problems  are  clearly  visible  from  the  United  States  Treasury.  Let  me  cite  just 
a few  of  the  problems  that  have  developed  in  the  wake  of  the  prosperity  that  has 
characterized  this  last  quarter-century. 

— Twenty-five  years  ago  the  problems  of  pollution,  decay  in  our  cities,  and 
the  gap  between  haves  and  have-nots  in  our  country  were  present,  but  not  in 
the  magnitude  nor  with  the  urgency  that  they  afflict  us  today. 

— The  pressures  bn  our  systems  of  transportation  and  our  higher  educational 
complex  were  sirnply  not  present  25  years  ago. 

— The  Intensity  of  present  demands  on  our  capital  markets  and  our  savings 
was  not  dreamed  of  during  an  era  in  which  3-month  Treasury  bill  rates  had 
remained  below  1 percent  for  15  years  (between  1932  and  1947). 
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—The  perils  of  inflation  were  usually  shrugged  off  as  pure  theory  or  appli- 
cable only  to  situations  in  which  “printing  press”  money  was  used. 

— The  danger  implicit  in  a balance  of  payments  deficit  was  a subject  so 
esoteric  that  it  was  rarely  alluded  to  in  academic  circles. 

The  real  measure  of  a nation,  in  my  opinion,  is  its  willingness  to  recognize 
and  acknowledge  new  problems  as  they  arise.  I personally  take  great  pride  in 
the  fact  that  we  in  this  nation  do  recognize  and  are  fighting  for  answers  in  the 
areas  of  pollution,  urban  decay,  transportation,  education,  poverty,  financial 
imbalances,  homebuilding,  inflation,  and  the  balance  of  payments.  Solving  many 
of  these  problems  will  not  be  easy — perhaps  not  as  easy  as  resolving  the  question 
of  how  best  to  promote  overall  economic  growth.  But  we  are  attacking  these 
areas ; we  are  responding  to  the  challenge. 

These  problems — the  ones  associated  with  normal,  healthy  economic  growth — ■ 
have  been  under  attack  for  several  years.  They  must  be  attacked  head-on,  for 
they  cannot  be  avoided.  We  cannot  and  should  not  accept  stagnation  as  an 
escape  from  the  difficulties  that  come  with  healthy  and  desirable  growth.  At 
the  moment,  however,  the  country  is  preparing  to  attack  a new  issue — the 
question  of  how  to  head  off  the  perils  of  an  unhealthy  and  excessive  rate  of 
expansion  resulting  from  a resurgent  demand  from  the  private  sector  and  a 
continuing  heavy  demand  from  the  Federal  Government.  These  new  perils  can 
and  must  be  avoided. 

You  may  well  ask  at  this  point,  “Why  all  the  fuss?”  “What  is  so  different 
in  this  current  situation?”  “Just  what  are  the  perils  of  an  unhealthy  and  excessive 
rate  of  expansion?”  Let’s  try  to  answer  the  second  question  first  and  examine 
some  of  the  differences  between  the  current  situation  and  those  of,  say,  a few 
years  ago.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  main  differences  are ; 

1.  The  economy  is  operating  in  the  full  employment  range. — In  contrast  to 
the  situation  of  a fevv  years  ago,  there  is  no  longer  any  sizable  margin  of 
unutilized  resources  upon  which  the  economy  can  draw,  and  skilled  labor  is 
scarce.  To  be  sure,  the  slowdown  in  the  early  part  of  this  year  caused  the  average 
industrial  operating  rate  to  fall  back  somewhat,  but  unemployment  remains  below 
4 percent.  Relatively  full  utilization  of  resources  places  a fairly  definite  limit 
on  the  rate  at  which  national  output  can  safely  expand. 

It  is  estimated  that  at  full  employment  the  overall  productive  capacity  of  the 
economy  now  grows  by  about  4 percent  annually.  Over  the  next  year  or  so,  real 
output  could  probably  grow  at  a little  more  than  4 percent,  perhaps  41/2  percent 
or  even  5 percent,  while  plant  utilization  rates  are  rising.  Allowing  for  a 2% 
percent  rise  in  prices — as  measured  by  the  so-called  GNP  deflator — GNP  in 
current  prices  might  safely  rise  by  7 percent  or  so  in  the  next  year.  As  a steady 
diet,  this  would  be  a shade  too  much  since  price  rises  of  ZVi  percent  to  3 percent 
annually  are  too  large.  But,  if  the  rise  of  GNP  in  current  prices  were  held  to  7 
percent  or  so  in  the  next  year,  we  would  be  on  a path  leading  to  a less  in- 
flationary environment. 

We  no  longer  are  in  a situation  where  strong  rises  in  demand  will  yield 
sizable  gains  in  output  and  employment.  Instead,  if  the  total  of  public  and 
private  spending  were  allowed  to  rise  at  an  excessive  rate,  the  consequences 
would  be  sharply  higher  prices.  Therefore,  with  the  economy  nearing  unsafe 
speed,  we  cannot  keep  a heavy  foot  on  the  accelerator.  We  must  throttle  back 
to  a safer  cruising  speed. 

2.  Price  and  cost  pressures  are  readily  apparent. — The  upsurge  in  demand  in 
late  1965  and  early  1966,  associated  with  the  early  impact  of  the  Vietnam  buildup, 
was  checked  by  monetary  and  fiscal  restraint.  But,  one  unwelcome  consequence 
of  that  burst  of  spending  was  the  disruption  of  a previous  pattern  of  cost-price 
stability.  For  example,  the  wholesale  price  index  rose  by  Zy-i  percent  between 
mid-1965  and  mid-1967  in  contrast  to  a total  increase  of  less  than  3 percent  dur- 
ing the  previous  four  years.  Similarly,  the  wholesale  prices  of  industrial  com- 
modities rose  by  about  31/2  percent  between  mid-1965  and  early  1967  in  contrast 
to  a total  increase  of  less  than  2 percent  during  the  previous  4%  years.  The 
consumer  price  index  rose  by  5V2  percent  between  mid-1965  and  mid-1967,  only 
slightly  less  than  its  total  rise  in  the  previous  4 years. 

In  delayed  reaction  to  the  burst  of  demand  in  1965  and  1966,  cost  pressures 
have  intensified.  By  the  middle  of  1966,  labor  costs  per  unit  of  output  in  manu- 
facturing had  risen  about  2%  percent  over  mid-1965;  but  were  still  below  the 
level  of  early  1961.  But,  by  the  middle  of  this  year,  they  had  risen  a further 
6%  percent.  With  strong  “cost-push”  factors  already  present  in  the  economy, 
a renewed  hurst  of  demand  could  start  wages  and  prices  on  an  upward  spiral. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


240  1968  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


3.  Interest  rates  are  already  at  or  near  last  year’s  levels. — Another  crucial 
difference  between  the  present  situation  and  that  of  several  years  ago,  is  the 
height  of  interest  rates  and  the  degree  of  credit  availability.  Let  me  say  that 
after  last  year’s  “credit  crunch,”  I have  no  desire  whatsoever  to  see  a repeat 
performance — ^and  I don’t  think  anyone  else  does  either.  But,  wishing  will  not 
make  it  so.  If  we  are  determined  to  avoid  a repetition  of  last  year’s  difficulties, 
we  must  avoid  undue  reliance  on  monetary  policy  to  achieve  restraint. 

Last  year  the  combination  of  strong  credit  demands  and  monetary  restraint 
pushed  interest  rates  to  peak  levels.  By  late  summer  and  early  fall,  not  only 
was  credit  expensive,  its  availability  was  severely  limited. 

[Prompt  action  was  necessary  last  fall  to  relieve  the  overall  pressure  on  finan- 
cial markets  and  calm  the  feverish  competition  for  savings.  That  action  was 
forthcoming.  It  included  temporary  suspension  of  the  investment  credit,  inter- 
est-rate ceilings  on  consumer-type  time  deposits,  and  a temporary  slowdown  on 
agency  financings  and  sales  of  participation  certificates.  The  improvement  in 
financial  markets  was  dramatic.  Now,  a year  later,  the  situation  is  substantially 
different. 

Savings  flows  tb  thrift  institutions  have  been  at  record  levels  this  year. 
Mortgage  commitments  have  been  rising  strongly.  The  recovery  in  residential 
building  has  carried  the  seasonally  adjusted  annual  rate  of  housing  starts  back 
to  nearly  1.4  million  units  in  contrast  to  an  August  1966  low  of  about  850 
thousand.  Commercial  bank  credit  has  risen  at  a 13  percent  annual  rate  in  the 
first  8 months  of  this  year  as  the  Federal  Reserve  has  pursued  a course  of  rela- 
tive monetary  ease. 

In  short,  credit  is  much  more  readily  available  now  than  it  was  a year  ago. 
But,  there  is  a disturbing  similarity  between  the  two  periods.  Interest  rates, 
especially  long-term  rates,  are  back  at  very  high  levels  despite  a continuing  policy 
of  monetary  ease  since  last  fall.  Basically,  this  is  because  private  demands  for 
credit  have  been  extremely  heavy  this  year,  partly  in  reaction  to  last  year’s 
squeeze.  Also,  the  private  demands  for  credit  are  probably  reflecting  the  faster 
pace  of  economic  activity  since  late  spring. 

Net  Federal  credit  demands  have  been  relatively  modest  although  the  picture 
is  changing  now.  Net  Federal  demands  on  the  private  credit  markets  can  be 
measured  by  the  change  in  private  holdings  of  Federal  credit  instruments,  in- 
cluding Federal  agency  'securities  and  participation  certificates  along  with 
Treasury  issues,  by  excluding  the  change  in  holdings  of  the  'Government  invest- 
ment 'accounts  and  the  Federal  Reserve.  On  this  basis.  Federal  credit  demands 
were  only  about  $3  billion  during  calendar  1966  in  a total  credit  fiow  of  some 
$70  billion.  In  the  fiscal  year  ending  this  past  June  30,  the  net  contribution  of 
the  Federal  sector  to  total  credit  demands  was  actually  negative,  or  near  neutral- 
ity 'after  allowance  for  an  unusually  low  Treasury  cash  balance  at  the  end  of 
the  fiscal  year.  But,  in  the  current  fiscal  year,  even  with  tax  and  expenditure  ac- 
tion, net  Federal  demands  on.  the  credit  markets  will  rise  to  the  $10  to  $12  billion 
range.  In  the  absence  of  tax  action,  that  figure  would  soar  to  the  $20  billion 
range.  This  would  be  beyond  the  capacity  of  the  markets  to  handle  at  anything 
like  the  current  level  of  interest  rates. 

Frankly,  even  current  levels  of  interest  rates  are  higher  than  we  like  to  see 
them.  And,  without  tax  and  expenditure  action,  there  would  be  only  one  way  for 
interest  rates  to  go — up  from  their  present  high  levels.  In  contrast  to  the  situa- 
tion of  several  years  ago,  interest  rates  are  already  high  and  the  financial  sys- 
tem is  wound  up  pretty  tightly.  Liquidity  is  at  a premium.  We  have  to  operate 
cautiously  in  such  an  environment.  Therefore,  we  need — and  need  very  badly  in 
my  opinion — an  extra  degree  of  fiscal  restraint. 

4.  Too  rapid  expansion  can  httrt  our  trade  balance. — ^Recent  experience  also 
highlights  the  importance  from  a balance  of  payments  standpoint  of  holding 
the  domestic  expansion  within  prudent  limits.  During  the  years  196il  through 
1964,  GNP  in  current  prices  rose  by  an  average  of  about  6 percent  per  year — 
more  in  some  years,  less  in  others.  During  that  period,  our  trade  surplus  rose 
by  nearly  $2  billion.  It  was  $4.8  billion  in  1960  and  $6.7  billion  in  19W,  when 
there  were  special  favorable  factors.  Not  all  of  the  improvement  is  directly 
attributable  to  the  relatively  moderate  rate  of  domestic  expansion.  Our  exports 
depend  upon  the  pace  of  business  activity  abroad  and  there  are  other  complicat- 
ing factors. 

In  striking  contrast,  during  1966  and  1966  when  GNP  in  current  prices  rose 
at  rates  between  8 percent  and  9 percent,  there  was  an  extremely  sharp  rise  in 
our  imports.  Even  though  exports  continued  to  rise,  the  trade  surplus  narrowed 
to  $4.8  billion  in  1965  and  to  $3.7  billion  in  1966.  Indeed,  by  the  last  quarter  of 
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1966,  the  trade  surplus  had  shrunk  to  a $2.9  hillion  annual  rate.  With  a slower 
rate  of  expansion  this  year,  the  trade  surplus  recovered  to  a $4.0  billion  rate  in 
the  first  quarter  and  improved  further  to  a $4.5  billion  rate  in  the  second  quarter. 

An  overly  rapid  rate  of  doniestic  expansion  can  hit  our  trade  balance  from 
both  sides.  As  recent  experience  clearly  shows,  the  rise  in  imports  is  abrupt 
when  the  economy  presses  hard  against  capacity.  Too  rapid  domestic  expansion 
can  also  undercut  our  ability  to  export.  In  the  interest  of  payments  equilibrium, 
we  must  keep  our  exports  competitive.  There  can  be  little  doubt  that  a sustained 
upward  drift  in  our  costs  and  prices  relative  to  those  abroad  would  soon  begin 
to  affect  our  competitive  position  adversely. 

5.  We  are  fighting  a costly  war. — Extra  expenditures  for  Vietnam  are  run- 
ing  at  a rate  in  excess  of  $22  billion  per  year.  While  those  expenditures  do  not 
bear  as  heavily  on  the  economy  as  defense  expenditures  did  at  the  time  of  Korea, 
their  impact  most  certainly  is  felt.  Without  Vietnam,  Federal  administrative 
budget  expenditures  would  amount  to  only  some  14  percent  of  gross  national 
product  in  fiscal  1968 ; with  Vietnam  included,  'Federal  expenditures  may  rise  to 
17  percent  or  a bit  more.  This  would  be  about  the  level  of  1955  and  1969  and 
well  below  the  21  percent  reached  at  the  time  of  Korea.  But,  it  would  amount 
to  an  appreciable  rise  over  the  14.8  percent  ratio  in  fiscal  1965. 

These  are  the  crucial  differences  in  the  economic  picture  at  the  moment  and 
the  picture  as  it  appeared  in  1964.  Now,  what  about  those  perils  of  an  unhealthy 
and  excessive  rate  of  expansion?  I would  list  them  as  follows ; 

— We  are  in  grave  danger  of  losing  control  of  a relatively  stable  price 
structure. 

— Sharply  higher  prices  throw  wage-price  relations  out  of  kilter  and  set  the 
stage  for  a cost-push  Inflation. 

— Cost-push  pressures  tend  to  narrow  profit  margins  and  encourage  efforts  to 
raise  prices. 

— ^Sharply  higher  prices  put  the  nation  at  a severe  disadvantage  in  our  com- 
petitive 'relationships  internationally. 

— At  home,  the  burden  of  higher  prices  falls  cruelly  on  those  least  able  to  pro- 
tect themselves. 

— And,  of  course,  a strong  resurgence  of  private  demand,  unchecked  by  tax  and 
spending  actions,  can  create  some  very  bad  days  ahead  for  the  Treasury  debt 
managers  and  for  everyone  who  borrows  money. 

If  our  experience  since  1960  is  any  guide,  it  would  seem  that  we  as  individuals, 
as  corporations,  and  as  a nation  prosper  most  when  our  rate  of  growth  is  held 
within  the  bounds  of  our  productive  capacity.  'Perhaps  in  this  town  of  invest- 
ment advisors  you  believe  that  you  can  protect  yourselves  against  inflation.  Per- 
haps you  can  protect  a small  minority  of  lOur  people  for  some  period  of  time. 
But  inevitably  the  well-being  of  your  clients  can  not  be  divorced  from  the  well- 
being  of  the  nation  as  a whole.  Parenthetically  I might  add  that  I do  not  envy 
those  of  you  who  are  keeping  your  clients  ahead  of  the  game  as  “in  and  outers” 
in  stocks  that  1 can  only  rarely  identify. 

In  conclusion,  I would  argue  that  the  risks  and  perils  that  confront  us  are 
formidable  but  avoidable.  The  prudent  course  for  this  nation  to  follow  is  clearly 
set  forth  in  the  President’s  recommenda'tions.  I can  only  hope  that  next  year 
as  I join  the  litany  “In  Times  of  Prosperity  * * ■»  Good  Lord  Preserve  U,s,”  I 
will  be  referring  to  our  moral  fibre  and  not  our  national  economic  well-being. 


Exhibit  15. — Remarks  by  Under  Secretary  Barr,  June  25,  1968,  before  the  Town 
Hall  of  California,  Los  Angeles,  California,  on  potential  claims  on  the  Federal 
budget 

The  Battle  for  Resources — Diplomacy  versus  Domesticity 

On  April  26,  Dr.  Otto  Eckstein,  Professor  of  Economics  at  Harvard  University, 
made  a statement  before  the  American  Statistical  Association  that  intrigued  me 
enormously.  Dr.  Eckstein  was  attempting  to  analyze  the  potential  claims  on 
the  Federal  budget  over  the  next  2 years  under  various  sets  of  economic  assump- 
tions. With  his  permission,  I will  today  try  to  add  a political  dimension  to  his 
remarks. 

For  years  I have  bemoaned  the  demise  of  “political  economy.”  I have  argued 
that  political  scientists  and  economists  have  suffered  from  the  dichotomy  that 
developed  early  in  this  century.  So  by  adding  a political  dimension  to  Otto’s 
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remarlcs,  I will  be  practicing  what  I have  preached,  and  hopefully  will  be 
contributing  to  an  analysis  of  an  issue  that  can  well  be  the  subject  of  furious 
debate  in  this  nation  in  the  immediate  future. 

Now  just  what  did  Dr.  Eckstein  say?  He  introduced  his  theme  with  this 

statement : i,  j 

“Recent  studies  have  assumed  that  the  crisis  in  the  Federal  budget  will 
come  to  a quick  end  once  the  Vietnam  war  is  over.  The  war  is  costing  close 
to  $30  hillion.  If  $20  billion  of  budget  resources  could  be  released,  there  should 
be  ample  room  for  substantial  increases  in  social  spending,  as  well  as  tax  re- 
ductions for  increased  private  consumption  and  investment.  With  a normal  Fed- 
eral revenue  growth  of  over  $10  billion  a year,  one  would  hope  that  the  Federal 
budget  would  be  in  much  less  of  a squeeze  than  today. 

“This  cheerful  prospect  could  easily  dim  over  the  next  several  years.” 

He  then  made  these  points. 

1.  It  will  be  extremely  difficult  to  get  defense  spending  down  in  the  near 
future. 

2.  Traditional  civilian  Government  programs  will  cost  more  as  population 
grows  and  the  demand  for  services  increases. 

3.  Much  of  the  revenue  growth  that  we  can  expect  in  a growing  economy 
must  be  used  to  reduce  our  current  budget  deficits. 

I agree  with  the  conclusions  that  Dr.  Eckstein  has  reached  and  I would  like 
to  comment  briefly  on  each  of  the  three  points. 

If  the  Defense  Department  is  to  maintain  its  current  mission  in  the  world — 
a mission  that  is  defined  by  our  diplomatic  objectives — I would  seriously  doubt 
that  any  sizable  reduction  can  be  made  in  the  defense  budget  in  the  foreseeable 
future.  Our  experience  in  Korea  indicates  that  the  cessation  of  hostilities  does 
not  mean  that  we  can  pull  our  troops  back  home  and  forget  about  the  area. 
Our  position  in  Southeast  Asia  can  be  even  more  difficult  than  the  situation 
we  faced  in  Korea.  There  is  no  heavily  reinforced  17th  parallel  behind  which 
we  can  retire  with  comparative  security. 

We  have  been  fighting  this  war  on  a very,  very  lean  budget.  There  is  no 
evidence  that  we  have  piled  up  surplus  stocks  in  ordnance,  ammunition,  air- 
craft, or  naval  vessels.  On  the  contrary,  I would  estimate  that  a cessation  of  hos- 
tilities would  result  in  great  pressures  to  rebuild  stocks  in  military  supplies 
and  equipment  to  a more  acceptable  level.  Similar  pressures  might  be  expected 
to  increase  defense  expenditures  for  research  and  development  and  to  improve 
our  readiness  posture  and  strategic  capability.  These  kinds  of  expenditures  are 
already  beginning  to  move  up  again  after  being  cut  back  earlier. 

One  way  of  looking  at  the  situation  is  as  follows.  In  fiscal  year  1965  our  spend- 
ing for  defense  and  international  affairs  was  running  at  a rate  of  about  $54 
billion  a year.  By  fiscal  1970  inflation  will  have  added  about  15  percent-20  percent 
to  those  basic  costs,  or  about  $9%  billion.  Thus  a 1965  effort  would  cost  about 
$63  billion  in  fiscal  1970.  We  are  currently  spending  at  the  rate  of  roughly  $28 
billion  a year  in  Southeast  Asia  in  activities  directly  related  to  the  Vietnamese 
engagement.  While  it  is  not  completely  accurate  to  add  this  total  cost  to  the  $63 
billion  base  I referred  to,  it  at  least  gives  us  the  basis  of  comparison.  It  indicates 
that  in  fiscal  1970  we  would  be  spending  about  ,$91  billion  a year  if  Vietnam  ex- 
penditures continued  at  their  present  level  and  we  maintained  the  same  force 
readiness,  strategic  capability,  r & d expenditures,  and  international  affairs  ex- 
penditures that  prevailed  in  1965.  Or,  to  work  around  another  way,  the  figures 
would  indicate  that  the  Defense  Department  this  fiscal  year  is  spending,  in  terms 
of  real  resources,  10  percent-15  percent  less  on  all  requirements,  except  Vietnam, 
than  it  was  spending  in  1965 — roughly  the  equivalent  of  $46%  billion  against 
a $49%  billion  level  prevailing  at  that  time,  while  expenditures  on  international 
affairs  and  finance  are  also,  in  the  same  terms,  down  by  one-quarter  billion 
dollars  to  one-half  billion  dollars. 

I can  only  conclude  that  if  the  State  Department  maintains  its  current  diplo 
matic  objectives  and  if  the  Department  of  Defense  defines  its  mission  relative 
to  these  objectives  as  it  did  in  1965,  then  there  is  not  much  opportunity  for  sub- 
stantial budget  cutting  iii  this  area  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

The  second  point  that  Dr.  Eckstein  makes  is  also  unquestionably  true.  The 
traditional  operations  of  this  Government  must  almost  of  necessity  grow  as  the 
country  grows.  The  volume  of  mail  to  be  delivered  grows  at  the  rate  of  three 
billion  pieces  a year ; the  number  of  income  tax  returns  to  be  processed  rises  at 
the  rate  of  three  million  a year ; the  number  of  visits  to  our  parks  and  our  national 
forests  increases  at  the  rate  of  20  million  or  more  a year.  I do  not  believe  that  there 
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is  any  disagreement  that  the  traditional  services,  of  the  Government  must  grow 
in  a growing  country.  Back  in  1961  Mr.  Maurice  Stans  estimated  that  a rate  of 
growth  of  $2V2  billion  to  $3  billion  a year  in  the  Federal  budget  was  probably 
necessary  to  keep  up  with  the  growth  of  the  country. 

Dr.  Eckstein  pointed  out  that  the  normal  growth  in  our  revenues  which  we  can 
expect  in  a growing  economy  would  be  needed  in  the  immediate  future  to  reduce 
the  Federal  deficits  we  have  been  running.  This  statement  is  surely  incontrovert- 
ible. Demands  for  capital  in  this  nation  and  in  the  world  are  enormous  and  I 
cannot  see  how  we  can  contemplate  orderly  capital  markets  or  price  stability  if 
the  Federal  Government  is  forced  to  borrow  to  meet  deficits  in  excess  of  $20 
billion  a year. 

Dr.  Eckstein  uses  this  line  of  reasoning  to  support  his  argument  for  a tax 
increase  and  rigid  controls  over  military  and  old-line  civilian  Government  ex- 
penditures. In  m.y  opinion  his  analysis  points  up  an  even  more  pervasive  issue — 
the  coming  struggle  over  the  budget — or  as  I have  put  it,  diplomacy  versus 
domesticity.  Let  me  say  at  this  point  that  in  the  coming  struggle  I will  be  an 
interested  bystander.  My  10  years  of  public  service  will  end  on  January  20.  There- 
fore, as  I now  attempt  to  add  a political  factor  to  the  economic  calculus  that  Dr. 
Eckstein  has  described,  it  can  be  assumed  that  I will  be  reasonably  impartial. 

I foresee  an  intense  struggle  between  those  advocating  diplomatic  objectives 
and  those  arguing  for  domestic  requirements  for  the  next  4 years.  A tax  in- 
crease will  help  to  make  that  struggle  less  acrimonious.  Tough-minded  expenditure 
control  will  help  to  produce  the  same  result.  But  I can  only  conclude  that  neither 
will  be  sufficient  to  head  off  a conflict. 

As  we  move  from  economics  into  the  area  of  politics,  I would  like  to  comment 
briefly  first  on  the  diplomatic  arguments.  I see  no  reason  to  apoligize  for  the 
diplomatic  objectives  of  the  United  States  for  the  past  23  years.  In  fact,  I would 
venture  to  predict  that  many  of  us  will  look  back  on  these  years  as  a time  of 
shining  idealism — our  golden  years.  Under  the  shield  of  our  defense  establish- 
ment, the  free  world  has  achieved  a huge  growth  in  world  trade,  a free  flow  of 
funds  between  nations,  an  unparalleled  expansion  of  tourism,  and  truly  remark- 
able achievements  in  the  development  of  areas  which  had  known  only  poverty, 
ignorance,  and  disease  throughout  recorded  history.  I am  not  going  to  throw 
any  rocks  today  at  the  Department  of  State  or  the  Department  of  Defense. 

In  his  analysis,  however,  it  seems  to  me  that  Dr.  Eckstein  has  left  out  some 
very  potent  changes  that  have  occurred  in  this  nation  in  the  past  4 years  which 
lend  credence  to  my  contention  that  a fierce  battle  for  budget  resources  will  be 
waged.  These  changes  were  initiated  by  the  extraordinary  man  who  helped 
start  my  public  career  and  whom  I have  served  with  affection  for  almost  6 
years — Lyndon  Baines  Johnson.  In  1965  the  Congress  enacted  a landmark  bill 
to  provide  Federal  assistance  to  elementary  and  secondary  education.  In  that 
year  it  also  passed  the  legislation  establishing  medicare  and  medical  aid.  In 
those  two  pieces  of  legislation  the  country  established  enormous  potential  claims 
on  its  revenues,  claims  that  were  backed  up  by  a knowledgeable  and  forceful 
political  clientele.  Almost  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  Republic  we 
created  a strong  political  challenge  to  the  allocations  of  resources  for  the  defense 
of  the  nation. 

Let  me  illustrate  my  point.  There  are  22  thousand  school  districts  in  the 
United  States.  Almost  without  exception  every  district  would  spend  more  if 
tlieir  budgets  would  allow.  I need  not  remind  you  of  the  political  muscle  that 
millions  of  parents,  teachers,  and  school  administrators  can  swing  in  this  nation. 
The  passion  for  education  has  characterized  our  national  history.  For  the  first 
time  elementary  and  secondary  education  now  has  a claim  on  our  Federal 
revenues,  and  I would  estimate  that  the  claimants  will  be  after  us  with  the 
ferocity  of  a tiger.  These  programs  are  probably  seriously  under-funded  at 
the  moment,  and  given  any  letup  in  Vietnam,  the  demands  will  be  clamorous 
and  insistent — no  matter  which  political  party  is  in  power. 

This  nation  has  been  one  of  the  last  of  the  great  industrial  nations  to  move 
to  a system  of  health  insurance.  There  is  no  need  for  me  to  elaborate  on  the 
costs — present  and  potential.  There  is  no  need  for  me  to  dwell  on  the  history  of 
other  nations  and  the  response  to  these  demands  for  medical  care.  Suffice  it  to 
say  that  here  again  we  have  opened  the  doors  of  the  Federal  Treasury  to  huge 
demauds. 

I would  estimate  that  no  political  party,  and  no  President,  can  reverse  or 
even  slow  down  appreciably  the  demands  that  will  come  from  the  country  in  the 
areas  of  education  and  health.  While  education  and  health  will,  in  my  opinion. 
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prove  to  be  the  most  politically  potent  claims  on  our  resources  in  the  years 
immediately  ahead,  let  me  list  a few  other  claims  with  enormous  political 
muscle. 

The  problems  of  our  cities  have  unquestionably  grown  to  almost  intolerable 
proportions — pollution,  transportation,  adequate  housing — and  the  whole  gamut 
of  problems  associated  with  the  ghettos.  The  costs  associated  with  these  projects 
are  staggering.  In  one  area  alone — housing — to  move  from  the  current  level  of 
about  1,400,000  starts  a year  to  a 2,600,000  rate  which  is  widely  advocated  at 
the  moment,  would  place  at  least  an  additional  $20  billion  strain  on  our  credit 
markets  annually,  and  unquestionably  an  additional  strain  on  our  Federal 
budgetary  resources.  The  other  issues  which  I have  mentioned — pollution,  urban 
transportation,  and  the  problems  of  the  ghetto — fall  roughly  into  the  same 
category  as  housiingi  Financing  these  programs  will  be  a great  additional  burden 
on  our  capital  markets  and  on  State  and  local  government  tax  revenues.  In  addi- 
tion, unless  I am  sadly  mistaken,  they  are  going  to  produce  a sizable  claim  on  our 
Federal  tax  revenues. 

The  programs  I have  just  mentioned  will  not  lack  in  political  appeal  and  can 
also  prove  to  be  an  effective  challenge  to  the  claims  on  our  resources  generated 
by  Defense  and  State.  None  of  us  relishes  the  prospect  of  a China  armed  with 
ballistic  missiles  aimed  at  this  city  without  an  effective  deterrent — even  if  the 
cost  is  huge.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  none  of  us  relishes  the  idea  of  resting 
securely  behind  an  antiballistic  missile  system  if  we  are  slowly  choking  to 
death  in  a polluted  atmosphere.  None  of  us  looks  forward  to  a world  in  which 
adventurers  can  prey  with  some  degree  of  impunity  on  weaker  nations.  But  I 
think  that  most  of  us  would  like  to  get  to  work  without  spending  our  days  in 
endless  traffic  jams.  The  possibility  of  Communist  probing  and  troublemaking 
in  Europe  resulting  from  a draw  down  of  our  NATO  forces  is  not  pleasant  to  con- 
template but,  on  tbe  other  hand,  the  civil  disturbances  we  have  bad  in  the  past 
year  in  our  cities  are  very  real  and  very  close  indeed. 

As  if  the  battle  for  the  allocation  of  domestic  resources  were  not  serious 
enough,  our  diplomacy  faces  a severe  challenge  in  its  claims  on  the  foreign  ex- 
change which  this  nation  can  earn.  There  is  not  sufficient  time  today  to  deal  with 
the  history  of  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  for  the  past  17  years.  In  addition,  I 
am  certain  that  the  news  stories  which  have  run  since  last  November  18 — the  date 
of  the  British  devaluation — have  brought  home  to  all  of  you  the  severity  of  the 
problem  that  the  nation  faces. 

Over  the  past  17  years  three  factors  have  enabled  this  nation  to  pursue  its 
diplomatic  and  military  objectives  with  certain  immunity  from  balance  of  pay- 
ments consequences.  From  about  1950  on  we  had  enormous  reserves  which  we 
were  perfectly  willing  to  run  down — at  least  until  about  1960.  We  had  a very 
large  trade  surplus.  And  finally,  there  was  a willingness — even  an  eagerness — 
in  the  first  part  of  the  period  for  other  nations  to  hold  additional  amounts  of 
dollars  in  their  reserves.  The  next  President  of  the  United  States  will  probably 
not  have  these  three  factors  working  for  him. 

He  will  probably  be  forced  to  conserve  our  reserves  and  fight  to  maintain  or 
improve  our  trade  balance  as  well  as  face  a world  increasingly  reluctant  to  hold 
additional  dollars. 

Today  the  foreign  exchange  cost  of  keeping  our  troops  deployed  around  the 
world  is  running  in  excess  of  $3  billion  a year.  It  has  become  increasingly  evident 
that  our  diplomatic  aims  must  compete  with  the  thousands  of  American  travelers 
who  use  foreign  exchange,  not  dollars,  in  their  wanderings,  with  American  corpo- 
rations that  need  foreign  exchange  for  foreign  investment  programs  and  Ameri- 
can banks  and  other  lending  institutions  anxious  to  hold  on  to  their  share  of  the 
international  markets.  I can  ruefully  tell  you  from  personal  experience  that  the 
American  traveler  is  a formidable  political  opponent — rising  up  in  outrage  when 
anyone  makes  a modest  attempt  to  hold  down  his  spending  outside  the  United 
States.  While  not  so  numerous  and  possibly  not  so  vocal,  I can  assure  you  that 
the  restraints  placed  on  foreign  investment  and  foreign  lending  are  distasteful 
to  the  American  business  and  financial  community.  Thus  I can  only  conclude  that 
diplomacy  is  facing  three  powerful  antagonists  who  will  try  to  get  their  share  of 
the  foreign  exchange  earnings  of  this  nation. 

In  1960,  as  he  was  preparing  to  leave  office.  President  Eisenhower  had  this  to 
say  about  the  military -industrial  complex  and  its  potential  threat  to  the  United 
States. 

“In  the  councils  of  government,  we  must  guard  against  the  acquisition  of  un- 
warranted influence,  whether  sought  or  unsought,  by  tbe  military-industrial 
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complex.  The  potential  for  the  disastrous  rise  of  misplaced  power  exists  and  will 
persist.” 

At  the  time  President  Eisenhower  made  that  statement,  I was  a freshman 
Congressman,  hut  it  made  eminently  good  sense  to  me.  Even  a freshman  Con- 
gressman could  see  that  there  was  no  effective  challenge  to  defense  and  diplomacy 
in  the  allocation  of  our  national  resources.  Agriculture  and  public  works  at  that 
period  of  time  constituted  a minor  cliallenge  but  their  potential  for  expansion 
was  severely  limited.  Today  I would  guess  that  President  Ei.senhower  takes  some 
comfort  in  the  fact  that  the  military-industrial  complex  does  not  go  unchallenged 
in  this  nation. 

If  one  accepts  my  thesis  that  a battle  for  the  allocation  of  resources  is  shaping 
up  in  this  nation,  then  it  is  logical  to  ask,  “Are  our  Institutions  of  Government 
sufficiently  viable  to  assess  the  hard  fiscal  choices  that  lie  ahead  and  to  arrive 
at  rational  conclusions?” 

There  has  been  abroad  in  the  land  in  recent  montlis  a tendency  towards  despair. 
Some  have  argued  that  there  is  no  way  to  reverse  or  even  to  blunt  the  power  of 
the  military-industrial  complex.  Others  have  argued  that  a polarization  of  our 
society — between  the  affluent  and  the  Indigent  and  between  white  and  black — is 
inevitable.  Still  others  have  argued  that  the  plight  of  our  cities  is  hopeless — that 
we  are  slowly  sinking  beneath  traffic  jams,  pollution,  and  violence. 

When  one  analyzes  many  of  the  causes  for  despair,  it  is  amazing  to  discover 
how  frequently  the  despair  occurs  because  of  a conviction  that  the  necessary 
resources  will  not  be  forthcoming.  Educators  are  convinced  that  a truly  massive 
infusion  of  funds  can  correct  the  dreadful  imbalance  between  schools  in  the 
ghettos  and  schools  in  suburbia.  Sociologists  are  convinced  that  some  plan  such 
as  the  negative  income  tax  can  halt  the  flood  of  disadvantaged  Negroes  from  the 
south  to  the  northern  cities — at  a cost  of  from  $11  billion  up.  City  planners  are 
convinced  that  the  scandalous  housing  of  the  ghettos  is  needless — if  we  will  pay 
the  cost.  Transportation  experts  say  that  traffic  jams  can  be  eliminated — ^just 
give  them  the  resources  for  adequate  mass  transit  systems.  Police  officers  contend 
that  violence  can  be  contained  and  order  restored — ^if  they  have  the  funds  for  an 
adequate  force.  But  nearly  without  exception  all  these  elements  of  society  despair 
of  convincing  the  country  that  these  demands  should  be  met  with  adequately 
funded  programs. 

If  there  is  any  justification  for  all  this  despair,  then  perhaps  there  is  some 
logical  reason  for  the  revolutionary  desire  to  tear  down  our  institutions,  to  flout 
our  Government  and  its  laws,  and  in  the  final  analysis  to  resort  to  violence. 
I personally  see  no  reason  to  despair. 

In  the  past  90  days  the  nation  has  faced  and  acted  on  two  issues  that  were 
in  my  opinion  almost  the  ultimate  test  of  representative  government — the  Fair 
Housing  Act  and  the  Tax  Bill.  Both  issues  were  stark — reasonable  men  could  not 
dispute  the  validity  of  the  arguments.  But  both  issues  required  the  absolute 
maximum  in  political  courage.  A nation  that  has  the  sheer  guts  to  face  down 
the.se  two  explosive  issues  at  this  moment  in  time  would  seem  to  be  prepared  to 
take  on  the  dreadful  array  of  issues  which  still  confront  us. 

Mr.  Sam  Rayburn  used  to  say,  “It  takes  a very  smart  man  working  very  hard 
to  hurt  this  great  country  very  much.”  This  is  a comforting  philosophy,  but  as  I 
looked  back  over  10  years  of  wrestling  with  issues,  I became  increasingly  con- 
cerned that  in  the  struggle  the  essential  fabric  of  the  nation  was  being  torn — 
perhaps  we  were  hurting  the  country.  I was  haunted  by  the  fears  expressed  by 
many  in  1964  that  tax  reduction  might  be  good  for  the  country  at  that  time,  but 
that  we  would  not  have  the  courage  to  raise  taxes  if  we  got  into  trouble. 

However,  a nation  that  can  say  to  the  black  man,  “Your  dollar  is  as  good  as  the 
white  man’s,”  and  a nation  that  can  discipline  itself  financially,  certainly  has  the 
moral  fibre,  the  intelligence,  and  the  institutions  to  take  on  the  impending  “Battle 
for  Resources”  and  come  up  with  rational  answers. 


Exhibit  16. — Other  Treasury  testimony  published  in  hearings  before  congres- 
sional committees,  July  1, 1967-June  30, 1968 

Secretary  Fowler 

Statement  on  “The  Budget  for  1969,”  published  in  hearings  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations: 

1.  House  of  Representatives,  90th  Congress,  2d  session,  February  8,  1968, 
pages  3-39. 

2.  Senate,  90th  Congress,  2d  session,  February  14,  1968,  pages  1-29. 
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Under  Secretary  Barr 

Statement  on  H.H.  11601,  the  “Consumer  Credit  Protection  Act,”  published  in 
hearings  before  the  Subcommittee  on  Consumer  Affairs  of  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency,  House  of  Representatives,  90th  Congress,  1st  session, 
August  7,  1967,  pages  74-89. 

Statement  in  support  of  proposed  amendments  to  improve  guaranteed  student 
loan  program  enacted  in  the  Higher  Education  Act  of  1965,  published  in  hear- 
ings before  the  Special  Subcommittee  on  Education  of  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor,  House  of  Representatives,  90th  Congress,  l^t  session,  August  16, 
1967,  pages  398-404. 

Statement  on  H.E.'  16092,  a bill  to  extend  the  authority  for  more  flexible  regula- 
tion of  maximum  rates  of  interest  or  dividends  payable  on  savings  accounts, 
published  in  hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  House  of 
Representatives,  90th  Congress,  2d  session,  June  27,  1968,  pages  82-84. 

Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  Deming 

Statement  on  S.  3133,  a bill  to  extend  for  2 years  the  flexible  authority  under 
which  the  appropriate  financial  agencies  can  regulate  maximum  rates  of  interest 
or  dividends  payable  on  savings  accounts,  published  in  hearings  before  the  Sub- 
committee on  Financial  Institutions  of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
Senate,  90th  Congress,  2d  session,  April  3,  1968,  pages  16-13. 

Assistant  Secretary  Wallace 

Statement  on  H.R.  12754,  a bill  to  extend  for  2 years  the  authority  for  more 
fiexible  regulation  of  maximum  rates  of  interest  or  dividends,  published  in  hear- 
ings before  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  House  of  Representatives, 
90th  Congress,  1st  session,  September  14,  1967,  pages  5-7. 

Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  Sternlight 

Statement  on  the  means  of  financing  certain  of  the  programs  involved  in  the 
proposed  housing  leg^islation  for  1967,  published  in  hearings  before  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Housing  arid  Urban  Affairs  of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
Senate,  90th  Congress,  1st  session,  July  18,  1967,  pages  137-142. 


Public  Debt  and  Financial  Management 

Exhibit  17. — Remarks  by  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  Deming, 

October  19,  1967,  at  the  Mid-Continent  East  Regional  Meeting  of  the  American 

Association  of  Collegiate  Schools  of  Business,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  on  fiscal 

and  financial  policy 

It  is  always  a pleasure  to  return  to  Minneapolis — and  the  opportunity  to 
meet  and  exchange  ideas  with  this  distinguished  group  makes  the  occasion  still 
more  satisfying. 

One  of  the  great  strengths  of  the  American  system,  I believe,  is  the  inter- 
change of  ideas  and  people  between  business  and  Government,  Government  and 
the  academic  community,  and  business  and  academic  life.  If  not  an  eternal 
triangle,  it  is,  at  least,  a long-lasting  and  fruitful  one — with  solid  ties  and 
tensions  in  each  of  those  interconnections.  Each  of  the  three  components  benefits 
from  the  relations  with  the  other  two. 

This  productive  partnership  shows  up  particularly  in  the  development  of  new 
frontiers  of  economic  knowledge  and  institutions.  A striking  example  of  this, 
which  I have  seen  at  first  hand,  is  the  effort  of  the  past  several  years  to  create 
new  international  liquidity.  There  is  not  time  today  to  discuss  this  subject  at 
length  or  in  substantive  fashion.  I want  to  spend  most  of  my  time  on  domestic 
matters.  But  a brief  historical  and  procedural  comment  is  in  order. 

Much  of  the  original  thinking  in  this  area  came  through  the  interchange  of 
ideas  and  people  in  Government  and  the  academic  community.  A succession 
of  ideas  was  fostered  in  Government  circles  here  and  abroad.  In  that  process, 
the  business  and  financial  world  was  drawn  in,  too,  at  first  with  some  healthy 
skepticism  and  then  with  increasing  conviction  that  this  was  an  appropriate, 
desirable  and  necessary  path  to  follow. 

The  international  liquidity  exercise  has  gone  through  several  phases  of  study 
and  negotiation  with  most  of  the  frontline  work  being  done  by  representatives 
of  Treasuries  and  Central  Banks.  Government  positions,  of  course,  have  re- 
flected widespread  intra-Government  study  and  consultation.  In  the  United 
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States,  both  the  executive  and  legislative  branches  contributed  to  this  work. 
And,  in  the  United  States,  an  important  role  has  been  played  by  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  International  Monetary  Arrangements^ — a group  that  illustrates 
my  point  very  well. 

The  Committee  is  composed  of  nine  men  from  business,  flnanciai,  and  aca- 
demic life — many  of  whom  have  served  in  important  Government  positions. 
From  the  financial  and  business  world  are  Its  Chairman — ^Douglas  Dillon  (former 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury),  Robert  Roosa  of  Brown  Brothers  Harriman  (former 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury),  Andre  Meyer  of  Lazard  Freres,  David  Rocke- 
feller of  The  Chase  Bank,  and  Frazar  Wilde  of  the  Connecticut  General  Life 
Insurance  Company  and  the  Committee  for  Economic  Development.  From  the 
academic  community  are  Walter  Heller  of  Minnesota  (former  Chairman  of 
the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers),  and  Kermlt  Gordon  of  Brookings  (former 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget).  Oharies  Kindleberger  of  MIT  served 
as  a member  for  a year ; and  Francis  Bator  of  Harvard,  who  has  just  returned 
to  academic  life  after  4 years  in  Government — most  recently  as  a White  House 
Adviser — has  become  a member.  Edward  Bernstein,  w'ho  has  been  in  academic 
life,  the  Treasury  and  the  IMF  and  Is  now  a consulting  economist,  completes 
the  Committee. 

This  Committee  is  a working  group  which  has  met  some  25  times  in  all-day 
working  sessions  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  other  Government 
oflacials  concerned  with  the  international  liquidity  exercise.  It  has  given  advice 
and  counsel  on  both  points  of  substance  and  negotiating  strategy. 

The  steps  taken,  and  the  agreements  reached  in  the  past  two  months — in 
London  among  the  10  major  nations  in  world  trade  and  finance,  and  in  Rio 
by  all  106  members  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund — are  important,  historic 
moves  in  the  process  of  creating  new  international  liquidity.  But  the  process 
does  not  stop  with  these  steps — nor  does  the  interchange  cease  among  business. 
Government,  and  the  academic  community  as  we  proceed  to  fiesh  out  the  frame- 
work now  agreed  upon. 

Let  me  switch  now  to  another  area  of  extremely  valuable  interchange  among 
these  same  three  groups — and  one  that  is  also  very  timely  at  this  moment.  I refer 
now  to  the  area  of  fiscal  policy — Government  spending  and  lending,  and  taxing 
and  borrowing — to  serve  broad  national  purposes.  Here,  I want  to  comment 
at  some  length  and  substance. 

The  role  of  the  academic  community  in  educating  Government  and  business 
to  the  merits  of  flexible  fiscal  policy  needs  no  elaboration  here.  The  success 
of  the  1964  tax  reduction  was  most  impressive,  not  only  in  stimulating  a robust 
and  healthy  economic  expansion — now  in  its  80th  month — ^^but  also  in  bringing 
revenues  from  a prosperous  economy  up  to  a level  that  produced  a surplus  in 
the  national  income  account  budget  in  calendar  years  1965  and  1966. 

But  there  is  another  chapter  in  the  book  of  “new  economics”  which  sets 
out  circumstances  in  which  tax  increases  rather  than  cuts  are  the  right  medi- 
cine, and  when  tax  increases  are  the  appropriate  way  to  bring  in  more  rev- 
enue— even  though  under  other  conditions  a reduction  in  t.ax  rates  had  the 
effect  of  augumenting  revenues  along  with  stimulating  business  activity. 

The  difference,  of  course,  lies  in  taking  account  of  what  the  rest  of  the 
economy  is  doing.  The  Federal  sector  does  not  operate  in  a vacuum,  but  in  an 
economy  which  may  be  booming,  sagging,  or  operating  somewhere  in  between — 
perhaps  en  route  from  one  of  these  stages  to  another.  In  the  early  1960’s,  the 
economy  was  not  exactly  sagging,  but  it  was  also  far  from  booming.  Unem- 
ployment hovered  around  5%  percent — better  than  the  7 percent  recession  level 
touched  in  1961,  but  still  distant  from  the  desired  4 percent  level  and  not  clearly 
headed  either  up  or  down.  In  this  ease,  an  economic  stimulus  was  appropriate, 
and  it  could  be  provided  by  an  expansionary  fiscal  policy  that  would  operate 
alongside  an  expansionary  mionetary  policy — Tvithout  requiring  monetary  policy 
to  provide  so  much  of  the  push  that  it  produced  distorted  'financial  flows  within 
this  country  and  capital  outflows  from  this  country. 

Compare  that  set  of  conditions  with  our  current  economic  position.  Unem- 
ployment has  held  steady  at  around  4 percent  of  the  labor  force.  Consumer  and 
Government  demands  have  been  rising  briskly.  An  inventory  adjustment  appar- 
ently has  been  weathered  without  producing  general  weakening  in  the  economy, 
and  renewed  inventory  demand  is  now  ready  to  take  its  place  as  a source  of 
added  aggregate  demand.  In  the  meantime,  there  are  strong  credit  market  de- 
mands from  virtually  all  types  of  borrowers. 


' See  exhibit  70. 
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Granted,  the  economy  is  not,  at  this  moment,  in  the  grip  of  clearly  excessive 
demand.  There  have  been  times  when  unemployment  was  lower,  capacity  utili- 
zation higher,  and  the  pull  of  excess  demand  more  clearly  evident.  Those  were 
times  such  as  in  the  Korean  War  period,  when  demand  inflation  was  gaining 
an  upper  hand  and  clearly  needed  strong  restraint.  But,  just  as  clearly,  that 
is  the  kind  of  economic  structure  we  may  well  be  heading  into  in  a matter 
of  months — given  a continuation  of  present  trends  in  consumer  and  govern- 
ment demand. 

That  we  have  not  felt  the  hot  breath  of  demand  inflation  more  strongly  in 
recent  months  is  a result  of  an  inventory  adjustment  of  considerable  propor- 
tions— which,  had  it  arrived  under  different  circumstances,  without  the  offset 
of  strongly  rising  final  demands,  would  have  caused  a general  softening  in 
economic  activity  and  called  for  consciously  stimulative  fiscal  policy.  With  inven- 
tories now  about  in  line,  and  the  adjustment  pretty  well  completed,  the  fiscal 
stimulus  that  had  been  appropriate  earlier  is  less  and  less  desirable  with  each 
passing  month — ^and,  in  fact,  it  is  now  becoming  positively  harmful. 

The  role  of  Inventories  is  most  clearly  seen  in  looking  behind  the  quarterly 
changes  in  the  annual  rate  of  gross  national  product — to  see  how  much  was  due 
to  inventory  building  and  how  much  to  final  demands  from  Government,  con- 
sumers, and  business.  In  the  first  quarter  of  this  year,  the  annual  rate  of 
GNP  was  up  a scant  $4.2  billion : and,  in  fact,  not  up  at  all  in  real  terms,  after 
correcting  for  price  changes.  But  final  demands  in  that  quarter  were  up  more 
than  $15  billion  while  the  rate  of  inventory  accumulation  fell  about  $11  billion. 
A $15  billion  quarterly  gain,  or  about  2 percent,  is  about  as  much  as  we  should 
want  to  see ; and,  in  fact,  it’s  a bit  faster  than  we  can  tolerate  for  long  without 
getting  too  much  price  pressure.  Of  course,  in  the  first  quarter  of  this  year,  we 
did  not  get  that  excessive  pressure  because  the  big  rise  in  final  demand  was 
offset  by  a large  drop  in  production  for  inventories. 

The  picture  began  to  change  a little  in  the  second  quarter  of  this  year.  Pinal 
demands  were  up  another  $15  billion,  and  the  rate  of  inventory  aocunmilation 
declined  again,  but  not  as  much  as  in  the  first  quarter  so  that  total  GNP 
increased  by  nearly  $9  billion.  That  was  enough  to  provide  a little  real  growth 
but  still  not  a satisfactory  total  increase,  so  it  was  appropriate  that  a fiscal 
stimulus  continue  to  'be  provided  through  a budget  deficit  on  the  national  income 
accounting  basis. 

For  the  third  quarter,  it  is  estimated  that  final  demand  continued  to  push 
up — this  time  by  about  $14  billion — while  the  rate  of  inventory  building  in- 
creased slightly  from  the  second  quarter’s  pace.  In  real  terms,  GNP  increased 
at  a slightly  better  than  4 percent  annual  rate.  With  that  performance,  the 
continuation  of  substantial  fiscal  stimulus  is  already  becoming  questionable ; 
and,  when  one  looks  ahead,  the  continuation  of  that  stimulus  becomes  posi- 
tively objectionable. 

In  the  current  quarter,  statistics  may  be  distorted  by  the  automobile  strike — 
but  the  trend  is  clear  in  pointing  to  a steadily  rising  head  of  steam.  Every 
major  work  stoppage  in  recent  years  has  had  the  effect,  once  it  is  settled,  of 
imparting  further  stimulus  to  the  economy  as  it  seeks  to  make  up  for  lost 
production.  1 would  not  argue  that  the  current  auto  strike  is  an  additional 
reason  for  going  ahead  with  the  President’s  tax  proposals — but  we  should  not 
let  ourselves  be  persuaded  that  the  strike  is  a reason  for  delaying  that  needed 
fiscal  action. 

Participants  in  the  credit  markets  seem  to  have  had  few  doubts  about  the 
basic  trend  of  economic  activity  through  the  past  year  of  irregular  growth. 
Particularly  outstanding  has  'been  the  heavy  demand  for  capital  by  corpora- 
tions— reaching  record  proportions,  even  though  capital  needs  for  financing 
inventories  were  lessening  and  needs  to  finance  current  fixed  investment  outlays 
held  about  steady.  How  does  one  account  for  the  fact  that  corporations  borrowed 
$17.9  billion  in  the  capital  markets  through  the  first  nine  months  of  this 
year — an  amount  somewhat  exceeding  the  total  of  such  borrowing  during  all  of 
1966,  and  27  percent  ahead  of  the  amount  borrowed  in  the  first  9 months  of 
that  year?  And  1966  was  not  a slack  year — ^it  was  the  record  year  to  date. 
Underlying  this  enormous  demand  was  a combination  of  conviction  and  fear — 
conviction  that  liquidity  positions  run  down  during  1966  should  be  restored 
and  dependence  on  short-term  borrowing  from  banks  reduced,  and  fear  that 
a failure  to  tie  up  some  available  funds  when  they  are  available  might  mean 
an  inability  to  get  funds  at  all  when  they  really  are  needed  later  on. 

A special  source  of  concern  for  the  corporate  treasurer  has  been  the  possi- 
bility of  an  oversized  Federal  Government  deficit.  The  recollection  of  tight 
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money  markets  in  the  summer  of  1966  is  still  quite  vivid.  Yet,  tight  as  the  markets 
were  at  that  time,  the  Federai  sector’s  demands  on  the  credit  markets  were  quite 
modest  through  that  period.  The  contemplation  of  a period  of  heavy  private 
sector  credit  demands  augmented  hy  an  overgrown  Federal  deficit  raises  the 
possihiiity — or  spectre,  if  you  wiil — of  an  even  tighter  set  of  credit  conditions 
in  the  future.  Corporate  borrowers  have  realized  this  and  sought  to  make 
preparation  for  it. 

Credit  demands  from  State  and  local  governments  have  not  been  laggard, 
either.  These  governments,  in  the  first  9 months  of  the  year,  have  borrowed 
$10.7  billion,  or  25  percent  more  than  in  the  comparable  months  of  1966.  Part 
of  this  refiected  borrowings  postponed  from  the  very  tight  money  period  of  a 
year  ago,  which  was  marked  not  only  by  high  interest  rates  but  also  an 
unavailability  of  funds  to  some  prospective  borrowers.  Part  of  it,  too,  simply 
reflects  greater  current  needs  by  these  governmental  units,  to  provide  increases 
in  things  and  services  more  quickly  than  current  tax  revenues  rise.  Some  of 
it,  aiso,  is  due  to  the  rising  volume  of  tax-exempt  industrial  revenue  bonds — 
borrowing  by  a ioeal  government  unit  to  build  industrial  facilities  which  are 
then  leased  to  corporations.  This,  incidentally,  should  be  a source  of  growing 
concern  to  the  State  and  local  governments  themselves,  as  it  is  making  their 
own  borrowings  for  schools,  roads,  and  other  traditional  State  and  local  needs 
significantly  more  costly. 

Looking  at  the  Federal  sector’s  credit  demands  for  1967  thus  far  would  tend 
to  give  a somewhat  distorted  picture  because  of  the  very  heavy  debt  repay- 
ments that  occurred  from  January  to  June  1967.  That  was  partly  seasonal, 
but  the  seasonal  factor  was  accentuated  because  of  accelerated  corporate  tax 
payments,  unusually  heavy  repayments  by  savings  and  loan  associations  to  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Banks,  and  an  unusual  absence  of  the  seasonal  buildup 
in  the  Treasury’s  cash  balance  that  typically  occurs  in  the  first  half  of  the 
calendar  year. 

Because  of  these  factors,  net  Federal  demands  on  the  private  credit  markets 
from  January  to  June  1967,  as  measured  by  the  increase  in  outstanding  Treasury 
issues,  agency  issues,  and  participation  certificates,  less  the  increase  in  holdings 
of  these  obligations  by  the  Government  Investment  Accounts  and  the  Federal 
Reserve,  was  actually  negative  by  $11  billion.  That  is,  the  Federal  sector  was 
supplying  that  amount  of  credit  to  the  rest  of  the  economy,  rather  than  making 
a net  demand  on  it.  And  so  great  was  the  net  paydown  in  that  half-year  period, 
that  even  taking  the  whole  of  fiscal  year  1967,  to  wash  out  purely  seasonal  forces, 
there  was  a net  paydown  by  the  Federal  sector  of  some  $6  billion.  Even  after 
adjusting  for  the  $5  billion  decline  over  the  year  in  the  Treasury’s  cash 
balance,  the  result  still  stands  for  that  period — the  year  ended  June  30,  1967 — 
that  the  Federal  sector,  in  effect,  made  no  net  credit  demands  on  the  private 
market. 

The  picture  in  this  current  fiscal  year  stands  in  some  considerable  contrast 
to  last  year,  however,  for  there  will  be  a significant  net  Federal  credit  demand, 
and  it  is  already  being  exerted  on  the  markets.  How  big  that  net  demand  will 
be  depends  on  several  factors,  prominently  including  the  President’s  tax  pro- 
posals which  are  now  before  the  Congress. 

Essentially,  it  comes  down  to  a question  of  whether  the  net  Federai  credit 
demand,  with  the  benefit  of  a tax  increase  and  firm  restraint  on  expenditures, 
will  be  large  but  still  of  manageable  proportions,  or  whether  it  will  assume 
outsized  proportions  with  hard-to-determine  consequences  for  the  credit  market 
at  large,  for  interest  rates,  and  for  the  general  economy. 

We  have  estimated  that  with  the  President’s  tax  program,  as  recommended 
on  August  3,  and  with  Federal  spending  held  to  the  lower  end  of  the  band 
that  would  produce  an  administrative  budget  deficit  in  the  $14  biilion-$18 
billion  range,  net  Federal  credit  demands  on  the  financial  markets — that  is, 
ineiuding  Treasury  issues,  agency  issues,  and  participation  certificates — in  the 
sense  defined  above,  would  come  out  somewhere  in  a $10  biliion-$12  biiiion 
range  in  the  current  fiscal  year.  That  would  still  be  a sizable  demand,  coming 
after  a year  of  no  net  Federal  credit  demand  in  that  sense — but  it  couid 
probably  be  managed  within  the  context  of  financial  markets  that  handle  flows 
in  the  range  of  some  $70  biiiion  or  so  a year,  provided  there  was  a good-sized 
increase  in  bank  credit. 

Without  prompt  tax  action  and  expenditure  restraint,  however,  that  net 
credit  demand  from  the  Federal  sector  could  bulge  to  $20  billion  or  more,  and 
there  would  be  a real  question  about  whether  that  sort  of  demand  would  be 
“manageable,”  in  the  sense  of  preserving  reasonably  orderly  markets.  One 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


250  19  68  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


cannot,  for  example,  simply  expect  a sufficient  expansion  in  bank  credit  to 
accommodate  whatever  demands  emerged  from  the  Federal  sector — any  more 
than  this  sort  of  accommodation  could  be  expected  on  behalf  of  any  other 
borrowing  sector  in  the  economy.  The  monetary  authorities  would  want  to 
appraise  the  total  demands  carefully  and  accommodate,  only  with  increasing 
reluctance,  the  larger  volume  of  aggregate  demands. 

The  process  through  which  the  market  would  allocate  a limited  supply  of 
credit  among  an  excess  of  would-be  borrowers  can  be  described,  ahead  of  time, 
only  in  qualitative  terms  and  generalities.  The  particulars  might  work  out 
differently  under  slight  variations  in  circumstances.  In  general,  though,  it 
may  be  predicted  that  the  Federal  Government’s  credit  needs  would  be  met, 
one  way  or  another,  as  would  also  the  credit  needs  of  larger  business  firms. 
The  cost  might  be  ; high — even  in  comparison  to  the  high  rates  prevailing 
toda.y — but  the  supply  probably  would  be  there  because  some  other  borrowers 
would  be  “pushed  off  the  end  of  the  bench”  and  unable  to  find  money,  except 
perhaps  at  rates  that  were  considered  exorbitantly  and  prohibitively  high. 

Consumers  might  fare  unevenly  in  the  scramble  for  available  credit.  Funds 
for  installment  purchases,  and  other  short-term  credit,  would  probably  be 
available — but  money  for  home  mortgages  would  quite  likely  be  a major  victim. 
As,  in  fact,  it  was  the  major  victim  in  the  tight  money  period  of  1966  and  in 
similar  past  episodes.  Business  might  also  fare  unevenly,  with  large  firms,  as 
noted,  getting  their  needs  filled,  and  small  ones  having  to  make  do  with  less — 
drawing  on  every  last  ounce  of  spare  liquidity  in  the  system,  leaning  on  trade 
credit,  and  cutting  corners  wherever  possible  in  cash  management.  State  and 
local  governments  would  also  feel  the  pinch,  especially  if  bank  credit  expansion 
potential  was  under  some  restraint.  In  the  summer  months  of  1966,  this  was 
one  of  the  areas  where  we  seemed  closest  to  the  stark  possibility  of  non- 
functioning credit  markets  in  which  funds  were  unavailable  at  virtually  any 
price. 

This  is  not  a prediction,  but  an  outline  of  possibilities  that  would  conceivably 
develop  in  the  absence  of  responsible  fiscal  policy  action  on  both  taxes  and 
expenditure  restraint.  We  had  a taste  of  this  in  1966,  and  that  did  not  par- 
ticularly whet  our  appetite  for  more  of  the  same. 

As  to  where  we  are  now,  at  this  point  in  the  fiscal  year,  in  accomplishing  our 
needed  borrowing,  we  have  done  a good  bit  of  the  job  already — but  much  of  this 
represents  the  seasonal  portion  of  the  job.  Without  timely  tax  action,  some  addi- 
tional borrowing  will  remain  to  be  done  at  the  time  of  the  year  when  we  are 
normally  making  substantial  seasonal  repayments. 

With  respect  to  cash  needs  for  the  July-December  period,  we  are  now  in  the 
home  stretch.  In  late  July,  we  estimated  that  Treasury  needs  for  market  borrow- 
ing in  the  July-December  period  would  be  about  $15  billion.  That  assumed  timely 
action  to  bring  in  some  revenues  from  a tax  increase  before  yearend ; it  assumed 
participation  sales  of  about  $2  billion  in  this  6-month  period,  so  that  the  total 
financing  need,  in  that  sense,  was  $17  billion  ; and  it  a.ssumed  that  spending  would 
be  near  the  lower  end  of  the  range  outlined  in  the  President’s  tax  message  of 
August  3. 

If  the  spending  and  tax  assumptions  do  not  stand  up,  that  total  need  of  about 
$17  billion  for  this  6-month  period  could  turn  out  to  be  higher — perhaps  $1  billion 
tx)  $2  billion  more.  But,  as  noted,  the  major  change  could  be  reflected  in  borrow- 
ings over  the  following  six  months.  Thus  far,  we  have  already  either  borrowed, 
or  announced  the  specific  plan  to  borrow,  close  to  $14  billion  in  Treasury  securi- 
ties. including  $8.5  billion  in  tax  anticipation  bills,  nearly  $3  billion  in  regular 
weekly  or  monthly  bills,  and  $2%  billion  in  coupon-bearing  securities.  We  have 
not  yet  sold  participation  certificates  in  Federal  agency  loan  portfolios  in  this 
fiscal  year,  but  we  still  expect  to  do  some  in  the  current  half-year,  and,  thus, 
avoid  bunching  up  too  great  a volume  of  these  sales  in  the  January-June  half 
of  the  fiscal  year. 

It  is  fair  to  ask,  in  view  of  the  many  comments  made  on  the  need  for  a tax 
rise  to  hold  down  Treasury  borrowing  and  avoid  excessive  monetary  strains, 
“How  is  it  that  the  Treasury  has  been  able  to  borrow  as  much  as  it  has  without 
greater  disturbance  to  the  market'?”  The  answer,  I thinlv,  is  twofold.  First,  there 
has  been  a large  expansion  in  bank  credit  that  has  greatly  facilitated  the  amount 
of  borrowing  we  have  had  to  do  thus  far.  From  January  through  September  1967, 
seasonally  adjusted  commercial  bank  credit  increased  .$29  billion,  and  bank 
holdings  of  Treasury  securities  increased  by  .$8  billion.  Second,  the  receptivity 
of  the  market  has  been  conditioned  by  an  expectation  that  responsible  fiscal  action 
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will  be  forthcoming — forthcoming  in  time  to  make  a considerable  difference  in 
borrowing  needs  during  the  months  ahead. 

Even  with  these  expectations,  though,  interest  rates  are  now  high.  Long-term 
rates  on  Treasury  and  corporate  securities  are  above  the  very  high  levels  reached 
in  August  and  September  1966 — mainly  pushed  aloft  by  the  extremely  heavy  pace 
of  corporate  borrowing  earlier  this  year.  Long-term,  tax-exempt  issues  have 
also  risen  in  rate  during  recent  months ; and,  in  just  the  last  few  days,  these  yields 
have  pushed  above  last  year’s  peaks  to  the  highest  levels  since  the  early  1930’s. 
Commercial  banks  have  continued  to  invest  in  tax-exempt  Issues ; but  they  have 
tended  recently  to  shy  away  from  longer  term  issues. 

Mortgage  rates,  typically  sluggish,  did  not  begin  to  decline  until  several  months 
alter  more  sensitive  rates  turned  down  a year  ago.  But  mortgage  rates,  too,  have 
been  rising  steadily  in  recent  months.  They  remain  below  the  late  1966  highs,  in 
part  because  of  the  continuing  good  inflow  of  funds  to  the  traditional  mortgage 
lenders — notably,  the  thrift  institutions.  Those  flows  are  vulnerable,  however,  if 
rates  on  short-term  marketable  debt  instruments  rise  to  levels  that  begin  to 
attract  funds  that  might  have  gone  into  the  savings  institutions,  or  that  succeed 
in  pulling  funds  out  of  the  thrift  institutions,  as  occurred  last  year. 

The  big  difference  between  interest  rates  now  and  a year  ago  is  in  the  short- 
term area.  Even  though  these  short  rates  have  risen  since  last  spring,  they  are 
stili  well  under  the  levels  of  a year  ago — especially  in  the  maturities  of  one  year 
or  less.  Rates  on  somewhat  ionger  maturities — ithose  of  a few  years,  say — are 
not  so  very  far  from  the  rates  of  a year  ago,  however,  and  this  is  an  area  of 
some  concern  with  respect  to  competition  for  funds  going  to  the  thrift  institu- 
tions. When  rates  available  on  Treasury  and  Federal  agency  securities  push  sig- 
nificantly above  the  rates  offered  on  various  types  of  savings  accounts,  the  possi- 
bility of  “disintermediation”  or  divergence  of  funds  from  these  thrift  accounts, 
and,  hence,  from  the  mortgage  market,  must  be  reckoned  with. 

Let  me  turn  now  to  a little  different  area — or,  rather,  a different  focus.  In- 
stead of  the  matter  of  current  tax  policy  and  its  possible  effects  on  the  economy 
and  the  credit  markets,  I want  to  consider  certain  points  relating  to  credit  pro- 
grams that  are  carried  out,  guided  or  encouraged  by  the  Federal  Government. 
In  referring  to  this  as  a change  of  focus,  rather  than  a wholly  new  topic,  I have 
in  mind  that  both  Federal  fiscal  policy  (taxing  and  spending)  and  Federal  credit 
policy  (lending,  or  loan  guarantees  and  borrowing)  are  concerned  with  the  use 
of  resources,  the  degree  and  kind  of  Governmental  influence  over  that  use,  and 
the  method  or  methods  of  financing.  This  is  an  area  of  inquiry  and  endeavor 
that  is  admirably  suited  to  injections  of  new  ideas  and  interpretations  from  the 
academic  community,  or  wherever  else  these  ideas  might  be  generated.  It  is, 
indeed,  a financial  frontier,  in  need  of  exploration  and  development. 

The  subject  is  scarcely  new,  but  some  of  the  developments  and  applications 
are  new — and  we  continually  find,  in  returning  to  this  area,  that  there  are  many 
facets  remaining  to  be  analyzed  and  organized.  The  first  broad  look  at  this  area 
in  recent  years  was  taken  by  the  privately  sponsored  Commission  on  Money  and 
Credit,  which  produced  its  Report  in  1961.  One  of  the  members  of  that  distin- 
guished Commission  was  our  present  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Henry  Fowler. 

This  Commission’s  study  was  followed  by  a Federal  Government  study  by  a 
Committee  on  Federal  Credit  Programs,  chaired  by  then  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  Douglas  Dillon.  The  Committee  reported  on  its  study  in  1963.  A major 
study  of  Federal  credit  programs  was  also  sponsored  by  the  House  Banking 
and  Currency  Committee,  and  published  in  1964.  More  recently,  just  about  a year 
ago,  the  Treasury  made  a study  on  certain  aspects  of  Federal  credit  programs,^ 
as  provided  in  the  Participation  Sales  Act  of  1966.  The  particular  focus  of  that 
study  was  an  evaluation  of  the  advantages  and  disadvantages  of  direct  Federai 
loan  programs,  as  compared  with  guaranteed  or  insured  loans. 

One  may  well  ask  whether,  with  all  those  studies  of  the  past  several  years,  any 
questions  could  possibly  remain  unanswered.  The  answer  is  assuredly  in  the 
aflirmative.  That  this  was  so  has  shown  up  clearly  in  still  another  related  study — 
that  of  the  Budget  Concepts  Commission,  which  has  wrestled  at  some  length  with 
the  question  of  how  to  treat  loans,  loan  repayments,  and  loan  participations  in 
the  Federal  budget.  The  Commission  said  this  was  one  of  the  most  difficult  ques- 
tions it  faced.  This  has  a significance  that  goes  well  beyond  the  mere  accounting 
technique — for  a different  budgetary  ti'eatment  may  tend  to  encourage  or  dis- 
courage particular  types  of  loans  and  particular  methods  of  financing  them. 
There  can  be  significant  differences,  also,  in  the  way  that  subsidies  are  accounted 


1 See  1967  annual  report,  pages  229-47. 
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for  under  various  lending  programs — whether  they  are  to  be  buried  as  deeply  as 
possible,  or  exposed  with  explicit  disclosure  and,  perhaps,  with  a need  for  spe- 
cific congressional  appropriations  to  cover  a subsidy  element. 

Other  things  equal,  most  of  us  would  have  a predilection  for  keeping  credit 
programs  a part  of  the  private  sector  as  far  as  possible — bringing  in  the  Federal 
influence  only  where  needed  to  fill  gaps  that  the  private  sector  does  not  cover 
adequately  and  that  social  policy  demands  be  filled.  But  the  United  States  is  a 
big  economy  with  many  credit  needs,  and  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
place  of  Federal  credit  programs,  in  the  aggregate,  will  be  diminished — more 
probably  it  will  grow. 

For  example,  one  area  of  national  effort  that  clearly  needs  greater  attention 
is  that  of  urban  redevelopment — rebuilding  the  living  quarters  and  employment 
opportunities  in  our  central  cities,  avoiding  economic  and  racial  concentrations 
that  become  breeding  grounds  for  progressive  deterioration,  and  permitting  our 
society  to  be  enriched  by  the  full  potential  of  its  human  resources.  This  cannot  be 
a task  for  Government  alone,  and  certainly  not  for  the  Federal  Government 
alone.  Much  of  the  drive,  much  of  the  resources,  and  much  of  managerial  talent 
must  come  fi-om  the  private  sector.  But,  in  partnership  with  various  levels  of 
Government,  through  constructive  and  imaginative  credit-support  programs 
among  other  aspects,  there  is  a real  potential  for  worthwhile  achievement  in 
this  area.  This  cannot  mean,  in  the  present  context,  large  commitments  of  addi- 
tional Federal  funds  from  an  already  overstrained  Federal  budget.  Nor  should 
it  mean  searching  for  budgetary  accounting  devices  so  that  Federal  expenditures 
can  be  hidden  away.  But  there  is  room,  and  need,  for  Government  stimulus  and 
support  for  programs  that  have  up  to  now  been  insufiSciently  attractive  to  draw 
forth  adequate  private  effort. 

This  brings  me  back  to  two  points  about  Federal  credit  programs — their  financ- 
ing and  the  kinds  of  control  or  guidance  that  should  apply  to  them.  Should  the 
funds  used  for  loan  disbursements  be  recouped  by  selling  off  the  loans,  or  by 
selling  participations  in  the  loans?  Should  there  be  direct  access  to  the  Treasury 
by  the  Federal  lending  agencies  so  that  their  financing  comes  in  the  form  of 
direct  Treasury  issues?  Should  there  be  more  consolidation  of  the  borrowing — not 
the  lending — functions  of  the  Federal  agencies  and  have  financing  done  with 
issues  of  a combined  institution  designed  for  this  purpose?  And  what  kind  of 
control  or  guidance'  should  be  exercised  by  the  F^eral  Government?  A form 
of  “debt  limit”  that  puts  a ceiling  on  overall  loan  volume  outstanding  or  on 
particular  kinds — or  limits  on  new  loan  volume  in  a particular  period — or  merely 
the  setting  of  standards  and,  perhaps,  a regulation  of  interest  rate  ceilings  on 
such  loans? 

At  the  extreme,  one  might  say  that  the  Federal  Government’s  role  should 
stop  with  the  mere  provision  of  a guarantee  or  partial  guarantee  of  a loan  that 
remains  in  the  private  sector.  Then,  the  volume  of  such  loans  can  be  regulated 
by  market  forces,  just  as  would  any  privately  arranged  loans.  But  if  the  Federal 
Government’s  aegis  is  there,  it  is  hard  to  say  that  no  limit  or  restraining  force 
should  be  placed  on  the  underlying  credits.  For,  otherwise,  there  is  a Federal 
Government  involvement — and  potential  for  loss — in  a wholly  open-ended  volume 
of  credit,  which  might  or  might  not  promote  expansion  along  linos  consistent 
wiith  overall  economic  objectives.  The  balancing  of  prudent  public  responsibility, 
with  as  full  rein  as  possible  to  private  initiative,  is  a neat  trick  indeed — but  one 
that  Is  well  worth  the  pi'ize,  if  it  can  be  achieved. 

I think  it  obvious  from  these  few  comments  that,  despite  the  study  and  work 
devoted  to  the  broad  question  of  Federal  credit  programs,  there  is  much  more 
work  to  be  done.  Here  is  an  area — in  applied  finance — where  the  business  schools 
might  well  make  a contribution.  I commend  it  to  you. 

Finally,  turning  back  again  to  our  more  immediate  problems  of  economic 
and  financial  management,  the  number  one  fact  is  the  clear  and  present  need 
for  a responsible  Federal  fiscal  policy — a moderate  tax  increase,  as  proposed 
by  the  President,  and  a firm  restraint  on  spending.  This  is  a prerequisite  to  the 
successful  resolution  of  deeper  seated  economic  and  social  problems,  for  with- 
out a reasonably  balanced  general  economic  condition  there  is  slim  prospect 
of  being  able  to  employ  resources  as  needed  to  meet  the  problems  we  can  all 
identify  around  us.  We  need  imaginative  financing  and  new  techniques  to  help 
mobilize  private  capital  and  initiative  effectively.  But,  even  mth  the  most 
ingenious  techniques,  it  is  hard  to  see  how  the  economy  and  the  financial  markets 
could  function  properly  with  an  outsized  Federal  budget  deficit  that  provided 
excessive  spending  stimulus  and  excess  credit-market  drag. 
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Exhibit  18. — Remarks  by  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  Deming,  Feb- 
ruary 27,  1968,  at  the  Greater  Los  Angeles  Metropolitan  Area  1968  Industrial 

Payroll  Savings  Campaign  Meeting,  Los  Angeles,  California,  on  fiscal  and 

financial  policies 

I am  pleased  to  play  a part  In  this  occasion,  which  looks  ahead  to  another 
period  of  great  achievement  for  our  Savings  Bonds  Program — and  which  sets 
its  sights  on  greater  payroll  savings  accomplishments  in  1968. 

During  the  past  year — largely  due  to  the  efforts  of  your  fellow  Californian, 
Chairman  Dan  Haughton  of  the  1967  Industrial  Payroll  Savings  Committee — 
your  nationwide  accomplishment  surpassed  the  announced  goal.  More  than  2% 
million  employees  were  signed  up. 

Of  those  new  1967  bond  savers : 2,410,000  are  from  industry ; 388,539  are  from 
the  civilian  rolls  of  Government,  signed  up  in  the  Federal  employees’  campaign 
headed  by  Postmaster  General  O’Brien. 

Now  we  are  well  into  a new  campaign  year.  Our  1968  program  is  fortunate 
to  enjoy  the  leadership  of  Bill  Gwinn^the  1968  National  Chairman  of  the  Pay- 
roll Savings  Committee. 

Total  sales  of  savings  bonds  and  freedom  shares,  during  1967,  came  to  nearly 
$5  billion^ — a rise  of  2 percent  over  the  previous  year,  and  our  best  year  in  the 
past  eleven.  Gross  redemptions,  including  interest,  were  down  by  one  percent 
over  the  preceding  year. 

The  net  result — the  point  that  means  most  to  us,  as  far  as  financing  our 
deficit  and  adding  to  the  savings  of  individuals  are  concerned — ^was  that  the 
volume  of  savings  bonds  outstanding  increased  by  over  ,81.1  billion  during  1967, 
passing  the  $51  billion  mark  in  August  and  closing  the  year  at  nearly  $52  billion. 

I believe  that  those  good  results  are  a tribute  to  the  payroll  savings  promotion 
that  volunteer  leaders  like  yourselves  stimulate  so  effectively.  I believe  that  they 
are  also  a tribute  to  the  nationwide  effort  that  has  brought  about  the  telling 
of  the  savings  bonds  story  in  thousands  of  plants  and  places  of  business  ; in 
union  meetings  and  over  the  counters  of  banks ; in  newspapers  and  magazines ; 
in  radio  and  TV  broadcasts ; and  in  motion  picture  theatres. 

Since  the  inception  of  the  Savings  Bonds  Program,  in  1941,  it  has  enjoyed 
a remarkable  blending  of  professional  and  volunteer  effort  and  service.  This  is 
nowhere  better  illustraited  than  by  the  presence  and  by  the  performance  of  the 
members  of  this  audience. 

Fiscal  and  Financial  Balance 

The  Savings  Bonds  Program  is  an  important  element  in  our  goal  of  fiscal 
and  financial  balance.  The  $52  billion  of  savings  bonds  and  freedom  shares  out- 
standing— held  by  tens  of  millions  of  Americans — ^represents  24  percent  of  the 
publicly  held  portion  of  our  national  debt.  We  need  the  Savings  Bonds  Program  to 
help  finance  ithe  deficit.  We  need  even  more  to  reduce  the  deficit  that  needs  to 
be  financed. 

Yesterday,  at  a similar  meeting  in  San  Francisco,  I spoke  of  the  need  to  bring 
our  international  payments  position  into  substalnable  equilibrium — to  eliminate 
or  sharply  reduce  our  balance  of  payments  deficit.  Today,  I want  to  speak  of  the 
vital  need  to  reduce  our  Federal  budget  deficit.  We  must  move  strongly  on  both 
points  if  we  are  to  achieve  sustainable  economic  growth  at  home  and  expand 
our  trade  'and  financial  relationships  with  the  rest  of  the  world. 

Fiscal  stimulus  and  the  economic  outlook 

Let  me  begin  by  noting  the  relationship  of  the  Federal  budget  to  general  busi- 
ness activity.  There  is  wide  agreement  today  that  the  budget  should  be  used  as 
an  effective  stabilizing  force  in  the  economy.  For  stabilization  purposes,  the 
budget  should  move  in  the  direction  of  surplus  when  employment  is  high,  demand 
is  growing  rapidly,  and  inflation  threatens.  When  business  is  sluggish,  a budget 
moving  in  the  other  direction,  with  the  Government  spending  more  than  it  takes 
in,  tends  to  provide  needed  support  to  private  demand  and  may  prevent  a reces- 
sion. During  most  of  the  current  expansion,  the  Federal  budgetary  position  has, 
in  fact,  been  a stabilizing  force. 

In  ibalklng  about  the  Federal  budget  today,  I shall  use  two  different  measure- 
ments of  it : one,  the  national  income  accounts  budget ; the  other,  the  new  unified 
budget — used  for  the  first  time  in  the  President’s  budget  message  this  January. 
The  first  provides  the  better  picture  of  the  economic  Impact  of  the  Government’s 
fiscal  program ; the  second,  a better  picture  of  the  Government’s  financial  needs — 
the  amount  of  the  deficit  that  needs  financing. 
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Over  time,  the  NIA  budget  tracks  the  changing  course  of  the  Government’s 
fiscal  impact — ^whlch  both  influences,  and  is  influenced  by,  the  pace  of  private 
spending  and  taxable  income.  On  the  expenditure  side,  this  budget  includes 
Federal  Government  purchases  O'f  goods  and  services,  and  other  Federal  expendi- 
tures such  as  welfare  payments  and  grants;in-aid  to  State  and  local  governments. 
In  this  respect,  it  closely  parallels  the  expenditure  account  in  the  new  unified 
budget. 

At  mid-1965,  the  NIA  budget  was  nmning  a moderate  deficit — about  $3  billion 
at  an  annual  rate.  As  the  economy  expanded  rapidly,  the  budget  moved  into 
balance  by  the  end  of  1965.  Special  fiscal  measures  taken  early  in  1966,  and 
incorporated  in  the  Tax  Adjustment  Act  of  1966,  reinforced  an  already  scheduled 
$6  billion  rise  in  payroll  taxes  for  social  insurance.  Thus,  despite  a large  rise 
in  defense  spending,  the  NIA  budget  swung  into  surplus  at  better  than  a $3 
billion  annual  rate  by  mid-1966  and  helped  to  restrain  the  economy.  Additional 
restraint  was  needed,  however,  and  monetary  policy  supplied  it.  In  retrospect, 
the  total  of  flseal-mboetary  restraint  was  about  right ; but,  also  in  retrospect, 
the  share  carried  by  monetary  policy  w;as  larger  than  it  should  have  been. 

The  NIA  budget  moved  to  a position  of  near  neutrality  in  the  third  quarter  of 
1966.  Special  measures  were  taken  in  the  early  fall  to  relieve  the  pressure  in 
financial  markets  and  to  reduce  inflationary  pressures.  By  the  end  of  1966,  with 
an  invemtory  adjustment  in  process,  the  NIA  budget  was  appropriately  moving 
in  the  direction  of  fiscal  stimulus.  In  the  first  half  of  1967,  the  effects  of  a massive 
inventory  adjustment  were  cushioned  by  a Federal  deficit  on  national  income 
accounts  of  more  than  $13  billion  at  an  annual  rate.  In  combination  with  monetary 
ease,  the  added  degree  of  fiscal  support  kept  the  inventory  adjustment  from 
cumulating  into  anything  worse. 

I believe  it  fair  to  say  that,  from  the  middle  of  1965  to  about  the  middle  of  last 
year,  the  national  income  accounts  budget  was  closely  geared  to  the  state  of 
the  economy.  In  varying  degrees,  this  reflected  both  the  automatic  stabilizers 
that  are  built  into  our  fiscal  system,  and  discretionary  actions  on  both  the  tax 
and  expenditure  side.  I do  not  contend  that  the  discretionary  fiscal  actions  were 
always  perfectly  timed,  or  precisely  regulated.  Those  critics  who  are  blessed 
witli  20/20  hindsight  have  no  diflBculty  in  pointing  to  cases  where  a little  more 
or  less,  a little  sooner  or  later,  would  have  been  better.  But,  if  the  recent  fiscal 
record  falls  short  of  perfection,  the  budget  did,  in  general,  exert  a stabilizing 
Influence  on  the  economy. 

Since  mid-1967,  however,  the  budget  position  has  threatened  to  become  a 
destabilizing  Influence  on  the  economy  and  credit  markets.  In  January  1967, 
the  Administration  recommended  a tax  increase  to  be  effective  at  mid-1967 ; 
it  has  been  pressing  vigorously  for  it  since  last  August.  In  the  absence  of  action 
on  the  proposed  income  tax  surcharge,  the  NIA  budget  is  still  in  heavy  deficit 
at  a time  when  employment  is  high  and  private  demand  is  rising.  The  fiscal 
stimulus  which  was  needed  in  the  first  half  of  last  year  was  definitely  not  needed 
in  the  second  half,  and  is  even  less  needed  now. 

Prompt  action  on  the  tax  Increase  proposals  is  needed.  Large  budget  deficits 
in  periods  of  prosperity  and  rising  prices  are  not  called  for  by  either  the  “new” 
or  the  “old”  economies.  With  the  economy  expected  to  move  ahead  very  rapidly 
this  year,  a measure  of  fiscal  restraint  is  clearly  required. 

With  the  President’s  tax  program,  the  NIA  budget  deficit  will  fall  to  an  esti- 
mated $5  billion  average  for  the  calendar  year  1968  and  remove  much  of  the 
expansionary  thrust  from  the  Federal  sector.  In  the  absence  of  tax  rate  in- 
creases, the  deficit  would  probably  stay  near  the  $12%  billion  rate  averaged 
in  calendar  year  1967.  A deficit  of  this  size  would  give  the  economy  too  strong 
a push  from  the  fiscal  side  a — 'push  that  might  very  well  throw  it  badly  off 
balance. 

Even  with  fiscal  restraint,  the  economy  will  move  ahead  briskly — perhaps  too 
briskly.  Business  fixed  investment,  is  on  the  rise  again.  Inventory  investment 
has  been  picking  up.  If  the  availability  of  mortgage  money  holds  up,  residential 
construction  expenditures  will  rise  significantly.  State  and  local  governments 
will  be  spending  appreciably  more.  Aud  Federal  spending  will  also  be  up  some — 
despite  close  budgetary  control. 

All  things  considered,  the  balance  of  risk  is  that  the  economy  will  begin 
to  exceed  safe  speed  limits  if  fiscal  restraint  is  not  promptly  applied.  And, 
if  the  pace  of  the  economy  does  begin  to  accelerate — with  all  that  it  Implies 
in  terms  of  a more  rapid  rise  in  prices'  and  a deteriorating  trade  balance — 
there  will  have  to  be  restraint  of  some  sort.  If  it  all  has  to  come  from  monetary 
policy,  the  result  could  be  a return  to  tight  money,  drastically  reduced  avail- 
ability of  credit,  and  imbalanced  financial  markets. 
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Financial  prospects 

Currently,  the  cost  of  borrowed  funds  to  home  buyers,  State  and  local  gov- 
ernments and  businesses,  is  generally  at  or  albove  the  peaks  reached  at  the  height 
of  the  financial  crunch  in  the  late  summer  and  early  fall  of  1966.  In  that  period, 
the  Federal  Government’s  credit  demand's  were  contributing  very  little  to  the 
stringency  in  the  money  and  credit  markets.  Since  mid-1967,  however,  the  story 
is  different. 

Most  observers  of  the  financial  scene  feel  that  a major  factor  in  the  rise 
in  interest  rates  in  1967  was  the  Federal  Government’s  fiscal  situation.  There 
was  an  immediate  impact  on  the  financial  markets  due  to  exceptionally  large 
Federal  borrowing.  And  participants  in  the  financial  markets  also  look  to  the 
future.  In  the  absence  of  congressional  action  on  the  tax  increase,  the  future 
looked  like  “more  of  the  same” — continued  heavy  Federal  borrowing,  more  in- 
flation, and  renewed  monetary  restraint. 

The  levels  to  which  interest  rates  have  risen  have  already  forced  postpone- 
ment of  some  financial  plans.  As  in  any  period  of  lessening  credit  availability, 
home  financing  faces  particularly  dlfiicult  problems.  With  the  rise  in  yields 
available  on  market  securities  attracting  more  of  the  funds  of  individual  savers, 
the  flow  of  savings  to  financial  institutions  has  begun  to  diminish — particularly 
inflows  of  funds  to  thrift  institutions  specializing  in  the  financing  of  home  con- 
struction and  home  purchases. 

With  the  growth  in  their  net  savings  flows  declining,  and  with  the  yearend 
dividend  and  interest-crediting  period  approaching,  fears  of  savings  institu- 
tions mounted  late  last  year  of  a repetition  of  the  large  withdrawal  of  funds 
that  had  occurred  in  mld-1966.  Fortunately,  the  thrift  institutions  survived  the 
critical  yearend  period  without  suffering  massive  disintermediation.  But  the 
relationship  betwieen  the  interest  rate  return  these  institutions  can  offer, 
and  the  yields  available  on  market  securities,  is  at  a point  where  very  much  of 
a rise  in  market  rates  could  trigger  significant  withdrawals  of  savings  funds 
from  these  institutions. 

Whenever  there  is  serious  concern  about  future  inflows  of  funds,  mortgage 
lenders  are  understandably  reluctant  to  increase  the  volume  of  new  commitments 
they  are  making  for  future  mortgage  lending.  So  far,  loan  commitments  seem 
to  have  held  up  pretty  well  on  a national  basis,  and  lending  institutions  are  in 
a relatively  strong  position.  But  this  could  change.  In  my  opinion,  prompt  fiscal 
action  to  shrink  the  Federal  deficit  is  still  the  best  insurance  of  a continued  ad- 
vance in  home  financing  and  construction. 

As  for  the  general  outlook  for  the  credit  markets  over  the  months  to  come, 
given  the  projected  GNP  rise  of  $60  billion  or  so,  demands  for  funds  by  private 
borrowers,  and  State  and  local  governments,  are  likely  to  be  quite  large.  Just  how 
large  these  demands  will  be  will  depend,  of  course,  on  a variety  of  factors,  in- 
cluding the  expectational  and  psychological  climate  in  the  economy  and  the 
financial  markets.  And  how  much  of  these  demands  can  be  satisfied  will  depend 
upon  the  demands  of  the  Federal  Government. 

Why  should  an  increase  in  private  credit  demands  create  such  a stir  in  a 
growing  economy?  First,  this  wouid  be  an  increase  on  top  of  a very  hefty  total 
last  year.  Second,  monetary  policy  was  relatively  easy  last  year  and  is  now  pointed 
in  the  direction  of  restraint.  Third,  the  Federal  sector  is  making  increasingly 
heavy  demands  in  the  credit  markets  and  will  continue  to  do  so  in  the  absence  of 
fiscal  restraint.  It  is  the  combination  of  heavy  private  and  Federal  demands  for 
credit  that  threatens  to  strain  market  capacity  and  push  interest  rates  still 
higher. 

Let  me  sketch  the  dimensions  of  the  Federal  demands.  Here,  I am  using  the 
new  unified  budget.  In  the  first  half  of  calendar  1967,  there  was  actually  a large 
net  repayment  of  debt  from  the  Federal  Government — re.sulting  in  a $11  biiiion 
reduction  in  private  hoidings  of  Government  obligations  (counting  in  participa- 
tion certificates  and  the  securities  of  Federal  agencies,  including  the  Federal 
home  loan  banks  and  the  Federal  land  banks) . The  comparable  volume  of  repay- 
ments was  only  $2  billion  in  January-June  1966,  and  $4%  biiiion  in  January- 
June  1965.  But,  in  the  second  half  of  last  year,  the  Federal  sector  made  net  credit 
demands  on  the  private  sector  of  some  $18  billion.  This  was  much  above  the  net 
credit  demands  of,  roughly,  $5  billion  each  in  the  July-December  periods  of 
1964,  1965,  and  1966.  For  the  current  half  year,  even  with  prompt  action  on  the 
tax  bill,  there  will  be  a contraseasonal  net  credit  demand  of  $5  billion  or  more. 

Prospects  for  minimizing  potential  strain  on  money  and  credit  markets  in  1968 
depend  crucially  on  the  enactment  of  the  tax  proposed  by  the  Administration. 
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The  tax  program  would  mean  an  additional  $16  billion  in  revenues  during  the 
remainder  of  fiscal  1968  and  in  fiscal  1969.  Given  the  outlook  for  Federal  spend- 
ing, as  spelled  out  in  the  recent  Budget  Document,  and  with  enactment  of  the 
tax  proposal,  the  1968  deficit  would  be  about  $20  billion  and,  in  1969,  it  would 
fall  to  about  $8  billion  in  terms  of  the  new  Unified  Budget. 

Needed  Federal  borrowing  to  finance  this  fiscal  1969  deficit — including  direct 
Treasury  debt,  sales  of  participation  certificates  in  Government-held  loans,  and 
borrowing  by  Federal  agencies — would  approximate  the  amount  of  the  deficit. 
(It  should  be  noted  that  under  the  new  Budget  concept  this  total  excludes  the 
borrowing  needs  of  the  home  loan  banks  and  Federal  land  banks,  as  well  as  the 
funds  supplied  by  the  security  purchases  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sy.stem.  It  also 
excludes  the  financing  needs  to  support  the  secondary  market  operation  of  FNMA 
after  their  assumed  transfer  to  private  ownership. ) 

Direct  Treasury  borrowing  for  the  current  half  year — that  is,  the  last  half  of 
fiscal  1968 — is  now  largely  completed  with  the  recent  one-two  punch  of  a $4 
billion  combined  refunding  and  prerefunding  of  publicly  held  maturing  Febru- 
ary, August,  and  November  debt  with  a 4%  percent  7-year  note,  and  a cash 
offering  of  a like  amount  of  $4  billion  through  issuance  of  a 5%  percent  15- 
month  note.  Assuming  the  tax  increase,  the  remainder  of  the  Treasury’s  direct 
first  half  financing  needs  can  probably  be  met  mainly  through  the  additions  to 
our  weekly  bill  sales  announced  last  week. 

But,  there  is  other  Federal  borrowing  aside  from  direct  Treasury  finance.  Thus, 
there  will  :be  some  sales  of  both  Export-Import  Bank  and  FNMA  participation 
certificates.  The  Budget  calls  for  additional  participation  certificate  sales  of 
about  $2.75  billion  during  the  remainder  of  the  current  fiscal  year — of  which 
probably  about  $2  billion  would  go  to  the  public.  In  addition,  there  will  also  be 
some  new  money  borrowings  by  several  Federal  agencies. 

Still,  the  remaining  Federal  financing  in  the  markets  for  fiscal  1968  is  not 
large  and  should  put  little  additional  pressure  on  the  credit  markets. 

But,  as  we  look  beyond  the  next  few  months  and  into  fiscal  1969,  the  tax 
surcharge  becomes  the  single  most  important  factor  in  the  Federal  financing 
equation. 

Without  the  proposed  tax  program,  budget  deficits  would  continue  to  be  ex- 
cessive from  the  point  of  view  of  both  economic  stabilization  and  credit  markets. 
In  terms  of  the  new  unified  budget  concept,  the  deficit  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  would  be  about  $23  billion  without  tax  action.  In  fiscal  year  1969,  without 
tax  action,  the  deficit  might  decline  only  slightly  to  about  $21  billion.  Fiscal 
responsibility  is  simply  incompatible  with  back-to-back  budget  deficits  in  fiscal 
1968  and  1969  exceeding  $20  billion. 

Price  behavior  and  inadequate  fiscal  restraint 

I have  pointed  out  that  a large  Federal  deficit  is  inappropriate  at  a time  of 
high  employment  and  rising  demand.  Our  recent  experience  with  prices  has 
shown  how  important  it  will  be  to  keep  demand  within  bounds  this  year.  In  1967, 
we  had  an  appreciable  amount  of  price  inflation.  Moreover,  the  general  picture 
was  one  of  a much  faster  rate  of  price  increase  in  the  second  half  of  the  year, 
when  demand  strengthened  more  than  in  the  first  half. 

Without  a tax  increase,  there  seems  little  question  that  demand  would  grow 
at  an  unsustainahly  rapid  rate  this  year.  Labor  shortages  would  become  more 
acute.  Cost  increases  would  more  readily  be  passed  on  in  an  atmosphere  of 
buoyant  demand.  The  outlook  would  probably  be  for  continuing  price  rises 
this  year,  but  for  some  acceleration  of  the  rate  of  advance  as  the  year  progressed. 
This  would  bode  ill  for  the  maintenance  of  steady  and  sustainable  economic 
growth  next  year  and  after. 

Even  with  a tax  increase,  the  price  rise  will  not  be  stopped  in  its  tracks. 
Price  behavior,  for  a good  part  of  this  year,  will  still  be  heavily  influenced  by 
past  developments.  But,  the  tax  increase  would  make  a crucial  difference  by 
slowing  the  upward  rise  in  prices  and,  with  fiscal  restraint,  we  should  be  well 
on  our  way  to  a less  inflationary  environment  by  the  end  of  the  year. 

Conclusion 

Now,  I conclude  by  coming  back  to  savings  bonds.  Whatever  the  Federal 
deficit  will  be,  we  need  to  finance  as  much  of  it  as  possible  out  of  savings — and 
savings  bonds  help  greatly  in  this  effort.  Thus,  it  seems  to  me  that  our  assign- 
ment— here,  today,  and  in  the  months  to  come — is  to  build  on  success.  That  is, 
to  follow  through  on  the  momentum  built  up  in  the  banner  year  just  ended — in 
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all  phases  of  our  program — but  particularly  in  the  area  of  payroll  savings,  which 
is  the  reason  for  our  meeting  together. 

We  have  a message  of  great  personal  importance  to  get  across  to  those  mil- 
lions of  Americans  who  are  not  now  signed  up  for  systematic  savings  plans. 
That  message  combines  the  common  prudence  of  planning  for  the  financing  of 
family  requirements,  along  with  the  patriotic  opportunity  to  lend  a helping  hand 
to  the  achievement  of  the  affairs  of  the  Nation. 

We  are  most  fortunate  to  be  American  citizens.  The  gift  of  citizenship  endows 
our  lives  with  privileges  that  are  priceless.  But  good  citizens  don’t  just  sit 
down  and  hug  themselves  over  how  lucky  they  are  to  be  Americans.  They  know 
that  it  takes  a lot  of  working ; sometimes  a lot  of  fighting. 

The  materiel  of  modern  warfare  comes  high  by  the  price  tag.  That’s  part  of 
the  penalty  of  protecting  freedom.  That’s  one  of  the  costs  of  citizenship. 

Let’s  remember  that  behind  the  fighting  line  and  the  supply  line,  there’s  the 
dotted  line — where  we  sign  up  to  buy  savings  bonds  and  freedom  shares  to  help 
support  the  valor  of  our  servicemen  in  Vietnam. 

As  a great  public  program,  our  joint  venture  in  U.S.  savings  bonds  has  become 
the  envy  of  the  world.  Nowhere  else  is  there  anything  quite  like  the  companion- 
ship of  banking,  business,  education.  Government,  industry,  and  labor  that  blesses 
our  endeavor  together. 

As  a great  nation,  we’ve  come  a long  way  together,  and  together  we  can  meet 
and  master  any  challenge  to  our  integrity,  our  prosperity,  and  our  security. 


Exhibit  19. — Statement  by  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  Deming, 
April  3,  1968,  before  the  Senate  Banking  and  Currency  Committee,  on  S.  2923, 
a bill  to  extend  existing  authority  of  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  to  purchase 
public  debt  obligations  directly  from  the  Treasury 

I am  very  happy  to  appear  before  you  this  morning  in  support  of  S.  2923,  which 
would  extend  until  June  30,  1970,  the  present  authority  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
banks  to  purchase  public  debt  obligations  directly  from  the  Treasury  up  to  a 
limit  of  $5  billion  outstanding  at  any  one  time. 

My  statement  is  quite  brief,  since  I do  not  believe  that  provision  of  the  necessary 
means  for  the  efficient  management  of  the  public  finances  is  or  ought  to  be 
controversial. 

This  authority,  which  would  otherwise  expire  on  June  30  of  this  year,  was  first 
granted  in  its  present  form  in  1942  for  a temporary  period.  It  has  been  renewed  on 
13  separate  occasions  since  that  time.  While  used  only  very  sparingly  during  these 
past  26  years,  I strongly  share  the  conviction  of  my  predecessors  that  maintenance 
of  this  authority  is  essential  to  the  proper  and  economical  management  of  the 
finances  of  the  Government. 

As  shown  in  the  table  attached  to  my  statement,  the  direct  purchase  authority 
was  used  on  four  occasions  since  it  was  last  extended  by  the  Congress  two  years 
ago.  The  authority  was  used  only  for  a few  days  at  a time,  and  the  maximum 
amount  outstanding  at  any  one  time  was  $169  million.  These  borrowings  occurred 
just  prior  to  tax  payment  dates  thus  permitting  the  Treasury  to  operate  with 
lower  cash  balances  than  would  otherwise  be  required. 

The  figures  in  the  table  show  clearly  that  the  authority  has  not  been  abused.  I 
firmly  believe  that  our  borrowings  should  meet  the  test  of  the  market  and  that 
the  direct  purchase  authority  is  not  intended  to  allow  the  Treasury  to  circumvent 
the  authority  and  responsibility  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  in  its  Open  Market 
Account  operations.  Any  use  of  the  authority,  moreover,  is  clearly  subject  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  and,  thus,  it  can  serve  as  an  added 
instrument  of  Federal  Reserve  monetary  policy.  I might  also  add  that  these 
borrowings,  like  any  other  Treasury  borrowings,  are  subject  to  the  statutory  debt 
limit. 

Continuance  of  the  direct  purchase  authority  is  essential  for  three  reasons. 
First,  it  permits  us  to  allow  our  cash  balance  to  decline  to  unusually  low  levels 
during  times  when  our  revenues  are  seasonally  low.  We  are,  thus,  enabled  to  keep 
the  public  debt  to  a minimum  and  to  save  on  the  interest  costs  of  the  Government. 
Without  the  potential  ability  to  borrow  directly  from  the  Federal  Reserve,  these 
low  balances  could  not  prudently  be  maintained  even  for  very  brief  periods.  Rather 
we  would  be  compelled  to  enlarge  our  cash  balances  by  borrowing  additional 
amounts  in  the  market  even  though  these  amounts  might  be  needed  only  for 
a short  while. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


258  19  68  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


Second,  there  is  always  the  possibility  that  temporarily  unfavorable  conditions 
in  the  money  and  credit  markets  may  make  it  desirable,  both  from  our  own  point 
of  view  and  that  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  to  postpone  for  a short  time  a 
planned  Treasury  market  borrowing.  The  possibility  of  direct  access  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  provides  the  flexibility  required  in  such  a situation. 

Finally,  1 need  not  stress  that  the  direct  purchase  authority  is  a key  element 
in  our  financial  planning  for  a national  emergency,  such  as  might  result  from 
a nuclear  attack  on  the  United  Staites.  In  such  circumstances  our  financial  markets 
could  be  seriously  disrupted  at  a time  when  large  amounts  of  cash  were  necessary 
to  meet  emergency  requirements.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  an  authority  as  large 
as  $5  billion  is  required  although  such  a large  amount  has  never  been  used. 

I might  add  that  it  would  be  advantageous  in  this  uncertain  world,  if  the 
temporary  authority  were  to  be  made  permanent.  We  are  not,  however,  proposing 
that  this  be  done  although  this  committee  might  wish  to  discuss  the  question. 

Direct  borrowing  from  Federal  Reserve  Banks  1942  to  April  S,  1968 


Maximuin  Number  of  Maximum 
Calendar  year  Days  amount  at  separate  number  of 

used  any  time  times  used  days  used  at 
(millions)  any  one  time 


1942  19  $422  4 6 

1943  48  1,302  4 28 

1944  none 

1945  9 484  2 7 

1946  none  

1947  none  

1948  - none 

1949.  2 220  1 2 

1950.  2 108  2 I 

1951  4 320  2 3 

1952  30  811  4 9 

1953  '. 29  1,172  2 20 

1954  15  424  2 13 

1955  j none  

1956  none 

1957  none 

1958  2 207  1 2 

1959  none 

1960. none 

1961  none 

1962  none 

1963  none 

1964  none 

1965. none 

1966- 3 169  1 3 

1067.. 7 153  3 3 

1968  to  date none 


Taxation  Developments 

Exhibit  20. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler,  August  14,  1967,  before  the  House 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  on  the  President’s  fiscal  program 

Thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  appear  before  you  in  support  of  the  fiscal 
program  recently  announced  in  the  President’s  Message.  This  program  includes 
both  tax  measures  to  increase  our  revenues  and  action  by  the  Congress  and  the 
Executive  Branch  to  restrain,  cut,  and  control  expenditures  so  as  to  reduce  the 
prospective  deficit  in  fiscal  1968  and  thereafter  to  manageable  levels. 

I appeared  before  this  committee  in  May  to  ask  for  borrowing  authority  needed 
to  finance  a war.  In  order  to  keep  the  use  of  that  borrowing  authority  to  propor- 
tions compatible  with  our  national  economic  and  financial  health,  I appear  today 
to  ask  for  taxing  authority  for  the  same  purpose  and  to  plead  through  this 
committee  to  the  Congress  that  it  join  with  the  President  in  making  every  possible 
expenditure  reduction — civilian  and  military — short  of  jeopardizing  the  nation’s 
security  and  well  being. 
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We  are  engaged  in  a costly  conflict  in  Southeast  Asia  with  no  clear  prospect 
of  any  early  ending.  But  it  is  a temporary  cost  and  surely  one  day  will  terminate 
when  the  enemies  of  freedom  conclude  that  the  price  of  aggression  is  too  high. 
This  unusual  and  temporary  cost  must  be  financed  in  a manner  consistent  with 
preserving  sound,  balanced  economic  growth  without  Inflation  at  home. 

Fiscal  responsibility  means  differing  things  in  differing  circumstances.  In  a 
wartime  context  it  must  include  the  courage  and  willingness  to  raise  the  money 
that  is  as  necessary  as  the  guns,  planes,  and  materiel  needs  of  our  forces  in 
Southeast  Asia. 

In  current  circumstances  fiscal  responsibility  means  that  in  financing  the 
special  and  temporary  costs  of  Vietnam  we  should  obtain  as  much  from  temporary 
tax  revenues  as  economic  conditions  permit.  However,  it  does  not  mean,  under 
present  circumstances,  that  we  should  try  to  eliminate  the  entire  deficit  by  a tax 
increase — by  a surcharge  not  of  ten  percent,  but  by  one  of  nearly  50  percent. 

Fiscal  responsibility  also  means  that  we  should  hold  down  and  restrain 
expenditures  that  can  be  cancelled  or  postponed  without  damage  to  our  national 
interest.  It  does  not  mean  attempting  the  impossible — the  elimination  of  the 
deficit  solely  by  reducing  expenditures. 

The  course  of  fiscal  responsibility  is  the  program  outlined  by  the  President, 
namely,  reducing  the  deficit  “by  rigidly  controlling  expenditures,  raising  as  much 
money  as  possible  through  Increased  taxes,  and  then  borrowing  the  difference.” 

After  an  intensive  examination  of  all  the  facts  available  to  us,  my  colleagues 
here  and  others  in  the  Cabinet  have  advised  and  recommended  to  the  President 
that  the  prompt  temporary  imposition  of  a ten  percent  surcharge  on  both  cor- 
porate and  individual  income  taxes,  excerpt  for  individuals  in  the  lower  income 
brackets,  is  a necessary  and  equitable  financial  measure.  We  have  concluded  that 
this  propo.sal,  supplemented  by  a speedup  of  corporate  tax  collections  and  a 
temporary  deferral  of  scheduled  excise  tax  reductions,  is  not  only  consistent  with 
the  objectives  of  sustained  growth,  high  employment  and  price  stability,  but 
necessary  if  these  objectives  are  to  be  successfully  pursued. 

Let  me  now  set  forth  the  basic  overall  reasoning  that  led  us  to  the  conviction 
that  the  President’s  program  represents  the  best  choice  of  fiscal  measures  that  the 
present  circumstances  permit.  The  Director  of  the  Budget,  Mr.  Schultze,  will 
cover  the  budgetary  and  expenditure  aspects  of  the  President’s  program  in  depth, 
and  the  Chairman  of  the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers,  Mr.  Ackley,  will  deal 
in  some  detail  with  the  economic  aspects  of  the  program.  I will  also  discuss  some 
of  the  financial  reasons  for  the  program  and  explain  how  the  tax  measures  would 
be  implemented  and  how  they  would  affect  taxpayers. 

I want  to  emphasize  that  we  have  arrived  at  these  views  on  the  basis  of  what 
the  President  termed  “the  hard  and  inescapable  facts.”  What  are  these  hard 
facts? 

First,  our  special  Vietnam  costs  are  now  being  incurred  at  a rate  in  excess 
of  $22  billion  per  year.  These  costs  are  at  levels  that  call  for  more  financing 
from  current  tax  revenue.s — by  a temporary  surcharge  of  as  much  as  economic 
conditions  permit. 

Second,  without  this  temporary  surcharge,  our  budget  deficit  in  the  current 
fiscal  year  would  increase  to  unacceptable  levels.  This  statement  is  based  on  the 
original  January  budgetary  levels  of  revenues  and  the  expenditures  for  Vietnam 
and  all  the  other  defense  and  civilian  programs,  and  on  the  developments  outlined 
in  the  President’s  Message  which  make  it  necessary  and  realistic  to  revise  the 
expenditure  estimates  upward  and  the  revenue  estimates  downward. 

Third,  despite  the  Federal  Reserve  System’s  continued  application  of  a policy 
of  monetary  ease,  resulting  in  a substantial  expansion  of  the  nation’s  money 
supply  and  credit,  we  are  witnessing  a return  of  long-term  interest  rates  to  levels 
near  their  peaks  of  late  last  summer.  Recently,  short-term  rates  which  had 
moved  steadily  downward  since  last  fall,  have  reversed  their  direction  and  have 
begun  to  move  back  up.  This  temporary  surcharge  is  therefore  necessary  to  avoid 
the  risk  of  excessively  high  interest  rates  and  limited  credit  in  particular  sec- 
tors, such  as  housing. 

To  the  extent  that  the  Federal  Government  must  finance  its  growing  deficit 
by  borrowings  on  the  credit  markets  rather  than  pay  for  its  additional  expendi- 
tures by  additional  revenues  raised  through  the  surcharge.  Government  borrow- 
ing will  increase  the  pressure  on  the.se  markets  and  contribute  to  high  interest 
rates  and  the  risk  of  inequitable  and  damaging  imbalances  in  credit  availability 
■ — even  assuming  a continuation  of  the  recent  high  rates  of  growth  of  money 
supply  and  bank  reserves. 
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The  imposition  of  the  tax  surcharge  is  prompted  hy  these  hard  facts  of  the 
current  cost  levels  of  the  hostilities  in  Vietnam,  the  current  level  of  the  budgetary 
deficit  that  is  being  incurred,  and  the  current  levels  of  interest  rates  and  credit 
conditions  in  both  the  long  and  short-term  areas.  This  conclusion  does  not  involve 
guesswork.  Given  these  facts,  the  only  valid  reason  for  failing  to  impose  this 
temporary  surcharge  would  be  a solid  conviction  that  it  would  be  inconsistent 
with  preserving  sound,  balanced  economic  growth. 

Although  a temporary  surcharge  was  included  in  the  fiscal  1968  budget  pro- 
gram to  be  effective  July  1,  it  is  wise  for  both  the  President  and  the  Congress 
to  take  this  final  decision  when  the  course  of  economic  developments  accom- 
panying the  inventory  readjustment  in  progress  indicated  that  the  impact  of  a 
tax  increase  would  be  beneficial  rather  than  harmful. 

We  are  now  of  the  unanimous  view,  and  that  view  is  confirmed  by  the  over- 
whelming preponderance  of  economic  fact  and  opinion,  that  any  real  danger  of 
an  economic  downturn  is  past.  Indeed,  the  outlook  given  the  scale  of  Federal, 
State,  and  local  public  expenditures  and  private  demand,  is  for  a substantial 
rate  of  growth  in  the  period  ahead — with  the  debate  being  confined  to  exactly 
how  rapid  the  growth  will  be. 

This  provides  the  fourth  and  final  reason  for  a temporary  surcharge.  We  view 
the  surcharge  as  a measure  of  insurance  against  'the  risk  that,  without  this  pro- 
gram of  combining  a temporary  tax  increase  with  expenditure  restraint,  the 
levels  of  growth  would  give  rise  to  unacceptable  inflationary  pressures.  This  de- 
velopment would  take  a toll  of  our  economic  balance  and  stability  or  be  curbed 
by  excessively  high  Interest  rates  and  tight  money  that  would  provide  an  un- 
healthy, unbalanced  economy,  ill  adapted  to  a smooth  transition  to  peace  with 
prosperity. 

I.  WE  NEED  THE  TAX  INCREASE 

1.  To  meet  the  special  costs  of  Vietnam 

I am  sure  that  so  long  as  hostilities  are  continuing  in  Vietnam  no  Member  of 
the  committee  would  want  or  has  wanted  to  deny  the  finances  necessary  to 
permit  our  fighting  men  to  do  an  effective  job.  In  the  fiscal  year  1966,  the  special 
Vietnam  outlays  that  followed  upon  our  national  decision  of  late  July  1965 
added  $6.1  billion  to  our  administrative  budget  expenditures.  However,  due 
mainly  to  the  accelerated  growth  of  our  economy,  revenues  climbed  by  $11.6 
billion,  so  that  we  were  able  to  close  out  the  fiscal  year  1966  with  an  administra- 
tive budget  deficit  of  only  $2.3  billion,  which  was  $3  billion  below  the  $5.3  billion 
forecast  in  the  original  submission  of  the  budget  in  January,  1965. 

The  original  estimate  for  special  Vietnam  costs  in  fiscal  1967  as  submitted 
in  the  January  1966  budget,  was  $10.5  billion,  more  than  a $4  billion  increase 
over  fiscal  1966  costs.  Accordingly,  the  Tax  Adjustment  Act^of  1966  was  recom- 
mended and  shortly  enacted.  It  provided  an  additional  $1.2'  billion  of  revenues 
in  fiscal  1966  and  an  additional  $4.6  billion  in  fiscal  1967,  by  accelerating  collec- 
tions and  deferring  scheduled  excise  tax  reductions.  That  act  did  not  involve 
any  increase  in  individual  or  corporate  liabilities. 

In  the  latter  part  of  the  calendar  year  1966  it  was  apparent  that  the  special 
costs  of  Vietnam  in  fiscal  1967  would  be  nearly  double  those  originally  estimated 
in  the  January  budget.  This  reflected  the  rapidly  increasing  scale  of  hostilities 
and  the  fact  that,  with  these  hostilities  likely  to  continue,  it  had  become  necessary 
to  plan  and  budget  for  the  continued  conduct  of  hostilities  on  a substantially 
increased  scale  through  fiscal  1968. 

A special  supplemental  appropriation  for  defense  in  the  amount  of  $12.9  billion 
was,  therefore,  requested  in  last  January’s  budget  message.  A surcharge  of  6 
percent  on  both  corporate  and  individual  income  taxes  to  last  for  2 years,  or 
for  so  long  as  the  unusual  expenditures  associated  with  our  efforts  in  Vietnam 
require  higher  revenues,  was  recommended  to  become  effective  at  the  beginning 
of  fiscal  year  1968. 

Immediate  imposition  last  January  of  this  surcharge  was  not  requested  because 
of  the  temporary  period  of  slack  in  the  economy  resulting  from  fiscal  and 
monetary  restraints  previously  imposed  and  the  inventory  readjustment.  Now, 
however,  inventories  have  been  substantially  readjusted,  and  the  course  of  the 
economy  is  heading  upward. 

I thus  come  to  the  hard,  inescapable  fact  that  the  special  costs  of  Vietnam 
are  now  being  incurred  at  a rate — in  excess  of  $22  billion — that  calls  for  a 
temporary  increase  in  the  tax  liabilities  of  individuals  and  corporations  to  meet 
a portion  of  those  costs. 
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2.  To  hold  down  the  deficit 

We  could,  of  course,  turn  away  from  the  course  of  responsible  actions  and 
attempt  to  meet  our  financial  obligations  without  resort  to  a tax  increase. 
Consider  for  a moment  what  this  would  mean  in  terms  of  the  size  of  the  deficit 
that  would  result. 

The  budget  for  fiscal  1968  submitted  last  January  estimated  expenditures  at 
$135  billion — $75.5  billion  for  the  Defense  Department  and  Atomic  Energy  Com- 
mission, and  $59.5  billion  for  civilian  programs.  As  the  Director  of  the  Budget 
will  detail,  these  estimates  may  be  exceeded  by  as  much  as  $8.5  billion — $2.5 
billion  for  civilian  programs,  $2  billion  for  a possible  denial  by  Congress  of  the 
authority  to  sell  participation  certificates  in  the  amount  included  in  the  January 
budget,  and  $4  billion  for  defense.  In  addition,  with  no  tax  increase  and  with 
expenditures  at  the  higher  end  of  these  contingencies,  outlays  for  Interest  on  the 
public  debt  would  also  rise,  by  up  to  perhaps  as  much  as  $700  million. 

The  President  has  pledged  to  take  every  proper  action  to  avoid  an  increase  of 
this  magnitude.  But  as  he  pointed  out  in  his  message  to  Congress,  action  by  the 
Executive  Branch  alone  is  not  suflicient.  The  outcome  will  also  depend  on  con- 
gressional action  with  respect  to  appropriations  and  mandatory  spending 
requirements. 

Turning  to  the  receipts  side,  since  last  January  revenue  estimates  have  been 
revised  downward  by  approximately  $7  billion : 

— $800  million  as  the  result  of  congressional  action  in  restoring  the  investment 
credit  and  accelerated  depreciation  earlier  than  the  budget  had  assumed. 

— $1.S  billion  because  of  lower  corporate  profits  and  $300  million  because  of 
lower  personal  income  than  projected  6 months  ago. 

— $S  billion  because  of  a decrease  in  estimated  yield  from  existing  income  tax 
rates  and  S200  rmlUon  because  of  a decrease  in  the  estimated  yield  of  gift  and 
estate  taxes  and  customs. 

— $S00  million  because  of  a reduced  estimate  of  miscellaneous  receipts  such  as 
stockpile  sales  ($450  million)  and  offshore  oil  revenues  ($80  million). 

— $800  million  because  of  a later  effective  date  for  the  surcharge  on  personal 
income  taxes  than  recommended  last  January. 

The  budgetary  consequences  of  these  revised  estimates  of  revenues  and  the 
expenditure  contingencies  outlined  would  imply  a deficit  of  $23.6  billion.  In  the 
event  no  tax  increase  were  enacted,  and  in  the  absence  of  tight  expenditure 
control,  the  deficit  could  rise  to  $29  billion  (including  $700  million  for  the  higher 
interest  cost  on  the  public  debt  that  such  a deficit  would  involve).  On  the  other 
hand,  with  tight  expenditure  control  and  with  the  tax  Increase  programs,  the 
deficit  can  be  kept  within  a range  of  $14  billion-$18  billion. 

Chairman  Ackley  wiU  develop  in  detail  the  broad  economic  consequences  that 
are  presented  by  a choice  between  these  two  alternative  courses  of  action. 

3.  To  avoid  excessively  high  interest  rates  and  tight  money 

I cannot  stress  too  strongly  my  deep  concern  about  the  pressures  that  would  be 
exerted  on  the  money  and  credit  markets  by  the  borrowing  requirements  associ- 
ated with  a deficit  in  excess  of  a $14  billion-$18  billion  range.  The  credit  markets 
can  accommodate  a Federal  deficit  of  considerable  size.  But  given  present  private 
demands  for  credit,  an  outsized  Federal  deficit,  such  as  would  result  without  the 
proposed  tax  rise  and  expenditure  restraints,  cannot  be  accommodated  without 
severe  disruption  to  the  credit  markets,  sending  interest  rates  sky-high  and 
shutting  off  the  flow  of  credit  to  sectors  such  as  the  home  mortgage  market 
and  small  business. 

Some  people  may  ask  why  we  have  to  raise  taxes  and  hold  back  spending.  Why 
can’t  we  borrow  more?  Isn’t  the  U.S.  Government’s  credit  good?  These  questions 
come  naturally  because  none  of  us  likes  to  raise  taxes  or  reduce  or  deny  funds 
for  many  worthwhile  programs.  The  fact  is  that  we  must  choose  among  alterna- 
tives : one  is  to  raise  taxes  and  reduce  expenditures  to  the  maximum  extent 
feasible,  and  then  borrow  the  rest;  the  other  is  to  go  much  deeper  into  debt 
through  very  heavy  borrowing.  It  is  my  particular  assignment  today  to  explain 
why  unlimited  recourse  to  borrowing  would  be  risky  and  unfortunate  in  the 
present  financial  situation. 

Some  may  also  ask ; “What  about  World  War  II,  wasn’t  there  very  heavy  re- 
course to  borrowing  then?”  The  answer  is  that  there  was  such  recourse  then, 
but  it  was  undertaken  only  in  conjunction  with  widespread  direct  controls  (com- 
plete allocation  of  materials  and  facilities ; price,  wage  and  salary  controls ; direct 
credit  controls)  that  limited  activities  not  directly  related  to  the  war  effort.  Even 

318-223—69 19 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


262  19  68  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASCTRY 


with  tliese  measures  there  was  a substantial  inflationary  cost.  In  the  cuiTent 
situation  we  have  avoided  those  rigid  controls,  and  also  avoided  the  milder  con- 
trols of  the  Korean  period.  We  propose  in  the  present  situation  to  follow  general 
fiscal  and  monetary  policies  that  continue  to  make  it  possible  to  avoid  rigid  direct 
controls. 

Now  let  us  consider  our  finajicial  markets  and  the  demands  on  those  markets. 
To  see  how  the  pieces  fit  together,  we  need  to  look  at  the  whole  range  of  demand 
and  supply  factors.  Concentration  on  .just  one  part  of  the  whole  picture  will  not 
do.  This  run-down  may  be  a bit  elementary  and  even  tedious,  but  I think  it  is  so 
important  to  keep  the  whole  credit  market  picture  in  mind  that  it  is  worth 
going  over  this  with  some  care. 

On  the  demand  side,  the  ma.ior  components  are  the  business  sector,  the  con- 
sumer sector,  and  Government. 

Businesses  borrow  to  expand  their  facilities  and  for  wmrking  capital,  such  as 
to  finance  inventories. 

Consumers  borrow'  chiefly  to  finance  home  purchases  and  for  an  increasing 
variety  of  consumer  goods  and  services — such  as  cars,  vacations,  college  expenses. 

Governments  borro\v  to  finance  their  cash  deficits,  which  aiise  when  the  net 
outpayments  from  spending  and  lending  programs  are  not  covered  by  tax  and 
other  revenues. 

On  the  supply  side,  the  main  sources  of  credit  are  the  banking  system,  other 
financial  Institutions,  and  savings  generated  in  the  busines.s  and  consumer  sectors. 
Two  of  these  sources  deserve  special  mention  because  of  their  strategic 
importance. 

The  banking  sector,  including  the  central  bank,  is  a kind  of  balance  wheel 
which  can  be  permitted  or  encouraged  to  supply  increasing  amounts  of  credit, 
or  discouraged  from  so  doing  by  the  availability  of  reserves  provided  through 
the  central  bank. 

The  other  highly  strategic  sector  is  the  direct  supply  of  credit  from  individuals. 
It  is  strategic  because  its  variations  up  or  down  are  closely  related  to  net  pres- 
sures on  the  markets  and  on  interest  rates.  Normally,  the  volume  of  credit  sup- 
plied directly  by  individuals  is  small.  Most  individuals  place  their  savings  with 
thrift  institutions  which  in  turn  lend  these  funds  to  borrowers.  This  is  known 
as  financial  intermediation.  When  this  individual  sector  is  called  on  to  supply  a 
substantial  amount  of  credit  directly,  rather  than  through  savings  institutions  or 
other  intermediaries,  it  is  usually  a sign  of  market  pressure.  This  normally  occurs 
when  demand  is  risiug  very  strongly  and  borrowers  are  more  interested  in  getting 
their  money  than  in  the  rates  they  have  to  pay  for  it. 

That  is  what  happened  in  1966.  With  credit  demands  running  strong,  and 
supplies  limited,  interest  rates  on  open  market  paper  kept  risiug  until  willing 
investors  could  be  found — which  in  many  cases  involved  the  withdrawal  of  funds 
from  thrift  institutions  and  direct  investment  by  individuals  in  high-rate  market 
paper.  The  halt  in  bank  credit  growth  thrust  further  demands  on  individuals. 
Credit  demands  had  no  place  else  to  go,  once  the  banks  and  other  financial  inter- 
mediaries could  not  handle  any  more.  Either  the  demands  could  be  met  by  the 
residual  sector — individuals — or  they  could  go  unmet.  In  the  process  of  sorting 
out  the  demands  that  would  be  met  and  those  that  w'ould  not  be  met,  interest 
rates  last  summer  reached  the  highest  levels  in  several  decades. 

Starting  a little  less  than  a year  ago,  there  w’as  a dramatic  turn  for  the  better 
in  the  credit  markets,  reversing  some  of  the  forces  that  had  produced  earlier 
strains,  but  leaving  some  sears  and  vivid  recollections.  The  factors  making  for  a 
change  included  the  temporary  suspension  of  the  investment  tax  credit,  a reduc- 
tion and  rearrangement  of  Federal  demands  on  the  credit  markets,  holdbacks  in 
Federal  spending  programs,  legislation  and  administrative  action  to  restrain  the 
fierce  competition  for  consumer  savings,  and  a Federal  Reserve  move  toward 
easier  reserve  availability.  By  early  1967,  credit  market  pressures  relaxed  further, 
as  economic  growth  abated,  monetary  policy  eased  some  more,  and  the  President’s 
fiscal  program  announced  in  January  proposed  a tax  surcharge  to  begin  in  fiscal 
year  1968. 

Easier  credit  was  evident  in  teims  of  both  availability  and  cost.  The  nation’s 
money  supply  expanded  at  a 6 percent  annual  rate  in  the  first  half  of  this  year, 
while  total  bank  credit  has  grown  at  an  annual  rate  of  about  11  percent.  The 
discount  rate  was  reduced  from  4%  percent  to  4 percent,  and  the  prime  bank  lend- 
ing rate  from  6 percent  to  5V2  percent. 

Yet,  in  the  face  of  this  expansionary  monetary  policy,  long-term  interest  rates, 
which  had  turned  down  from  their  peaks  of  last  August  and  September  to  sub- 
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stantially  lower  levels  through  March,  have  more  recently  moved  back  up  and 
reached  levels  uncomfortably  close  to  last  summer’s  peaks.  Indeed,  i'or  some  types 
of  Government  and  corporate  bonds,  current  rates  are  as  high  as  those  of  a year 
ago. 

The  decline  In  short-term  rates  from  last  year’s  peak  levels  proceeded  into  June, 
and  extended  to  more  than  two  full  percentage  points  on  .some  types  of  .securitiesi. 
In  recent  weeks  those  rates  have  also  bottomed  out,  however,  and  moved  back  up 
as  much  as  a percentage  point — although  they  remain  well  below  la.st  year’s 
peaks. 

A major  cause  of  the  rise  in  long-term  rates  since  March  is  the  huge  volume  of 
borrowing  by  corporations  and  by  State  and  local  govei-nments.  New  capital  issues 
by  coiTJorations  in  the  first  7 months  of  1967  were  a record  ,$1.3.5  billion,  up  23 
percent  from  the  similar  period  in  1966 — which  had  been  a record-breaking  year. 
If  one  excludes  private  placements  by  corporations  and  looks  just  at  public  offer- 
ings, which  have  a greater  immediate  market  impact,  the  volume  of  new  Issues 
was  .$7.2  billion  in  the  first  half  of  this  year,  against  $8  billion  in  all  of  1966  and 
$5.6  billion  for  all  of  1965. 

To  a considerable  extent,  this  heavy  pace  of  offerings  has  reflected  a desire  of 
corporations  to  take  advantage  of  greater  credit  availability  to  rebuild  their 
liquidity  and  reduce  their  dependence  on  the  banking  system.  Last  summer,  even 
some  of  the  largest  coriporations  found  their  access  to  bank  credit  limited,  and 
this  experience  is  still  quite  memorable  to  corporate  treasurers. 

States  and  municipalities  have  also  borrowed  very  heavily,  and  for  somewhat 
similar  reasons — making  up  for  some  postponements  of  borrowings  last  year  and 
seeking  to  obtain  some  money  needed  now  or  in  the  future  while  it  is  currently 
available.  New  tax-exempt  issues  by  State  and  local  authorities  came  to  $8.8  bil- 
lion in  the  first  7 months  of  this  year,  up  about  28  percent  from  a year  earlier. 

There  is  an  additional  market  factor  that  seems  to  be  impelling  this  headlong 
rush  to  borrow,  even  at  current  high  rates.  Many  of  these  corporations  and  gov- 
ernmental authorities  are  said  to  be  pushing  their  borrowings  becau.se  they  fear 
that  a greatly  increased  Federal  Government  deficit  will  produce  still  higher 
interest  rates  and  tighter  conditions  of  credit  availability  in  the  months  ahead. 
And  they  are  apparently  concerned  that  big  Federal  Government  demands  might 
coincide  with  an  increasing  buildup  in  private  demands  that  would  revive  in- 
flationary pressures,  in  turn  boosting  spending  and  ■ income  and  eventually 
stimulating  still  greater  credit  demands. 

The  fact  that  this  can  happen  against  a background  of  expansionary  monetary 
policy  has  been  demonstrated  clearly  in  recent  weeks  and  months.  So  it  is  no 
answer  for  those  who  inveigh  against  high  interest  rates  to  call  for  easy  money 
unless  they  are  ready  to  see  higher  taxes  or  unless  they  are  willing  to  take  the 
risk  of  a serious  inflation. 

A special  reason  for  prompt  action  to  cut  the  prospective  Federal  deficit  is 
the  desirability  of  encouraging  the  current  uptrend  in  homebuilding  and  the 
increased  availability  of  money  in  the  mortgage  market.  Last  year  the  mortgage 
market  was  starved  for  funds  and  homebuilding  went  through  the  wringer — 
particularly  as  thrift  institutions  lost  funds  to  higher  paying  open  .market  paper 
and  bank  deposits.  This  year,  traditional  mortgage  lenders  have  experienced 
record  inflows  of  funds.  Some  of  this  inflow  has  been  used  to  rebuild  depleted 
liquidity,  but  the  availability  of  mortgage  funds  has  also  improved  greatly.  Yet 
there  can  be  no  complacency  about  this  improvement,  for  since  this  spring,  ris- 
ing interest  rates  on  corporate  securities  have  tended  to  attract  some  funds  from 
thrift  institutions  into  these  securities  rather  than  into  mortga,ges.  The  recent 
rise  in  short-term  rates,  if  it  goes  much  further,  could  pull  savings  funds  directly 
out  of  the  thrift  institutions.  These  developments  raise  the  possibility  of  a new 
stringency  in  housing  credit. 

We  do  not  present  the  ptroposed  tax  surcharge  as  something  that  will  cut 
interest  rates  immediately  and  sharply,  or  eliminate  all  the  problems  that  have 
faced  the  financial  markets,  the  mortgage  market,  or  homebuilding  in  the  past  2 
years  since  the  Vietnam  escalation  began.  Even  with  a tax  increase,  there  will  be 
a sizable  Federal  deficit,  and  sizable  competing  demands  from  the  private  sector. 

But  a tax.  surcharge  will  reduce  the  size  of  the  Federal  deficit  and  the  size  of 
Federal  borrowing  needs.  It  will  help  a.ssure  a continuation  of  expansionary 
monetary  policy,  and  it  will  reassure  borrowers  and  lenders  that  there  is  no  need 
for  a renewed  scramble  for  funds  or  run-up  of  interest  rates.  It  could  well  turn 
the  tide  in  the  credit  markets,  calm  down  the  precautionary  borrowing  and 
produce  freer  flows  of  funds  at  more  reasonable  rates  of  interest. 
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We  have  discussed  the  recent  role  of  certain  key  private  sector  demands  on 
the  credit  markets,  hut  it  is  particularly  important,  in  weighing  the  need  for 
fiscal  action,  to  look  at  Federal  Government  demands.  Oonsider  these  facts  rela- 
tive to  Federal  credit  demands  on  the  private  sector  in  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30,  1967 : 

— The  total  outstanding  volume  of  Treasury  securities.  Federal  agency 
securities,  and  participation  certificates  increased  'by  slightly  under  $10  hillion. 

— But  Government  investment  accounts  increased  their  holdings  of  these  issues 
by  $11.6  billion,  and  the  Federal  Reserve  added  $4.5  billion  to  its  holdings. 

— Thus  instead  of  exerting  a net  credit  demand  on  the  private  sector.  Federal 
credit  market  operations  actually  supplied  over  $6  billion  to  the  private  credit 
markets  through  net  repayment  of  debt. 

— Even  after  making  an  adjustment  for  the  $5  billion  decline  in  the  Treasury’s 
cash  balance  over  the  fiscal  year,  there  was  still  a net  repayment  of  credit  from 
the  Federal  sector  to  the  private  sector. 

The  picture  in  this  current  fiscal  year  will  be  different.  It  will  not  be  a question 
of  net  repayment  of  credit  by  the  Federal  Government  to  the  private  market,  but 
of  how  large  a net  demand  might  be  made  on  those  markets. 

Illustrative  of  the  possible  Federal  credit  demands,  suppose  that  the  adminis- 
trative budget  deficit  in  fiscal  year  1968,  with  the  proposed  tax  measures  enacted, 
is  $14  billion. 

— Adding  together  the  increases  in  Treasury  debt.  Federal  agency  debt,  and 
participation  certificates,  there  would  be  an  increase  in  outstanding  obligations 
of  some  $20  billion-$21  billion.  Making  rough  allowance  for  purchases  by  the 
Government  investment  accounts  and  Federal  Reserve,  the  net  demand  on  the 
private  sector  might  be  around  $10  bllllon-$12  billion.  (This  $10  bIllion-$12  bil- 
lion net  demand  for  the  full  fiscal  year  should  not  be  confused  with  the  estimates 
recently  reported  for  prospective  Treasury  borrowing  in  the  July-December 
1967  period ; the  latter  estimates,  which  anticipated  market  borrowing  of  $16 
billion  in  Treasury  Issues  and  possibly  $2  billion  in  participation  sales,  include  a 
seasonal  component  which  would  be  reversed  later  in  the  fiscal  year  when  a 
seasonal  isurplus  of  revenues  over  expenditures  is  anticipated. ) 

— Without  the  proposed  tax  measures,  the  Federal  sector’s  net  demands  on  the 
private  credit  market  in  fiscal  year  1968  would  be  $7.4  billion  greater.  Moreover, 
added  financial  requirements  could  arise,  as  they  did  in  1966,  from  further 
demands  on  Federal  credit  agencies,  because  of  tightened  credit  conditions  in 
the  private  sector. 

— The  total  of  Federal  credit  demands  on  the  private  sector,  without . tax 
action,  could  thus  reach  $20  billion,  or  exceed  it  if  expenditures  ran  to  the 
higher  side  of  the  range  of  contingencies  now  contemplated. 

Moreover,  the  difference  between  net  Federal  credit  demands  on  the  private 
sector  on  the  order  of  $10  billion-$12  billion,  or  on  the  order  of  $20  billion  or 
somewhat  more,  depending  mainly  on  the  presence  or  absence  of  tax  action, 
does  not  tell  the  full  story.  For  along  with  swollen  Federal  credit  demands, 
the  failure  to  hold  down  the  budget  deficit  would  create  an  inflationary  environ- 
ment in  which  private  credit  demand  could  soar,  and  in  which  it  would  be  more 
diflScult  to  continue  an  expansionary  monetary  policy,  and  that  would  cut  down 
on  total  available  supplies  of  credit. 

Thus  private  credit  demands,  in  the  absence  of  a tax  surcharge,  would  be 
hit  in  three  way.s — by  the  enlargement  of  Federal  credit  demands,  by  a swelling 
of  the  private  demands  themselves,  and  by  the  curtailment  of  total  credit  supplies. 
The  net  result  would  be  a vastly  different  set  of  credit  market  conditions,  impos- 
ing a very  substantially  heavier  net  demand  for  funds  that  could  not  be  met  by  in- 
stitutional lenders,  and  that  could  be  met  only  in  part  by  the  residual  sector 
made  up  mainly  of  individuals. 

One  can  only  conjecture  about  the  precise  pattern  and  sequence  of  events 
through  which  tightened  credit  conditions  would  envelop  the  market  in  the 
absence  of  a tax  increase,  but  last  year’s  experience  might  provide  some  guidance. 
One  could  expect,  fbr  example,  that  as  the  Treasury  and  Federal  agencies  came 
to  market  in  greater  and  greater  volume,  higher  rates  would  have  to  be  paid 
to  draw  in  additional  investors.  Increasingly,  the  funds  might  be  drawn  from 
the  thrift  institutions  that  are  the  mainstay  of  the  mortgage  market. 

In  the  meantime,  corporate  borrowers  would  bid  rates  up,  and  attract  invest- 
ment from  institutional  lenders  that  have  the  flexibility  to  shift  among  Govern- 
ment securities,  corporate  issues,  and  mortgages.  Banks  might  well  face  insistent 
business  demands  to  draw  on  credit  lines,  while  lessened  reserve  availability 
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kept  a tighter  lid  on  the  banks’  total  portfolio,  so  that  less  could  be  put  into 
Federal  Government  securities  or  tax-exempt  issues  even  at  steeply  higher 
interest  rates. 

Along  with  the  mortgage  market,  and  State  and  local  government  borrowers, 
other  borrowers  with  relatively  limited  bargaining  power  and  limited  flexibility 
of  alternative  credit  resources  would  also  be  likely  to  suffer  disproportionately 
at  the  hands  of  tightened  credit  conditions — including  small  business  and  farmers. 
It  would  be  a case  of  “pay  up  or  do  without,”  and  perhaps  a case  of  “doing 
without”  even  for  those  willing  to  “pay  up”  to  a considerable  extent. 

It  would  be  sheer  hypothesis  to  guess  what  heights  interest  rates  might  have 
to  scale  in  the  grim  process  of  sorting  out  the  credit  demands  that  would  be 
met,  and  those  that  would  not  be  met,  but  the  pressures  would  clearly  be  there, 
in  the  absence  of  tax  action  and  tight  expenditures  control  action,  to  push  rates 
substantially  higher  than  they  are  now.  One  need  only  look  around  the  world, 
even  at  highly  industrialized  countries,  to  see  Government  bond  yields  of  7 
percent  or  more — and  indeed  of  more  than  8 percent  during  much  of  last  year 
in  Germany.  Rates  on  prime  industrial  bonds  in  the  United  Kingdom  have  ranged 
as  high  as  8 percent  as  recently  as  a year  ago,  and  these  yields  touched  9 percent 
in  Germany. 

These,  I submit,  are  not  tolerable  conditions  for  the  United  States. 

I have  dwelt  at  some  length  on  the  importance  of  the  proposed  tax  increase 
for  the  performance  of  financial  markets  and  interest  rates,  because  to  my  mind 
that  is  a key  reason  for  its  enaetment.  With  the  proposed  tax  increase,  and  tight 
expenditure  control,  the  net  demand  ean  he  held  to  tolerable  proportions  that 
the  credit  markets  can  handle,  given  a reasonable  supportive  monetary  policy 
climate.  Without  the  tax  inerease,  we  are  convinced  that  the  credit  markets 
could  not  finance  the  resulting  deficit— except  at  the  cost  of  sharply  reduced 
availability  of  credit  to  meet  private  demands,  and  sharply  increased  interest 
rates. 

4.  To  protect  healthy  economic  growth  and  price  stability 

As  I have  already  indicated,  my  judgment  as  to  the  necessity  for  the  tax 
increase  program  is  based  on  hard  fact.  I believe  the  hard  evidence  we  have  at 
hand  clearly  indicates  that  the  economy  is  now  on  an  upward  course  and  that 
an  economic  recession  is  not  in  the  picture. 

Let  me  cite  just  a few  of  the  factors  I have  in  mind  : 

— The  growth  in  final  sales  (to  consumers,  to  Government,  and  to  business 
for  investment  other  than  in  inventories)  in  the  first  six  months  of  this  year 
exceeded  the  growth  in  the  corresponding  period  of  1966 — $31  billion  compared 
to  $24  billion. 

— The  growth  of  total  GNP  has  been  held  down,  of  course,  by  the  inventory 
readjustment.  Considerable  readjustment  has  taken  place.  Business  inventories 
grew  at  an  annual  rate  of  only  one  half  billion  dollars  in  the  second  quarter 
of  this  year,  which  is  the  lowest  inventory  growth  in  6 years.  A return  to  normal 
inventory  growth  will  contribute  to  a faster  rise  in  GNP. 

— Personal  income  rose  $3.7  billion  in  June,  the  largest  rise  in  the  past  5 
months.  As  personal  income  has  risen,  retail  sales  have  become  more  buoyant. 
Also  the  personal  savings  ratio  which  has  been  abnormally  high  in  recent 
quarters  is  showing  signs  of  returning  to  a more  normal  level. 

— New  construction  generally  has  strengthened  and  residential  housing  starts 
have  been  rising  strongly  from  the  low  point  reached  late  last  year. 

— Total  manufacturers’  new  orders  for  June  rose  for  the  fifth  consecutive 
month,  to  $46  billion,  the  highest  since  the  record  level  of  September  1966. 
Order  backlogs  are  again  beginning  to  rise,  and  in  June  reached  the  highest  level 
so  far  this  year. 

— The  unemployment  rate  dropped  back  to  3.9  percent  in  July  after  rising  to 
4 percent  in  June ; the  unemployment  rate  in  all  categories  of  workers  either 
declined  or  remained  unchanged.  The  unemployment  rate  for  married  men 
dropped  from  2 percent  in  June  to  1.8  percent  in  July. 

Prom  these  and  many  other  related  facts  which  Chairman  Ackley  will  develop 
in  detail  in  his  statement,  we  conclude  that  from  an  economic  viewpoint  a tax 
increase  is  an  appropriate  and  desirable  measure.  Moreover,  it  is  the  best 
insurance  we  have  against  the  possible  development  of  an  inflationary  spiral. 
I do  not  argue  that  excessive  growth  of  demand  is  the  only  factor  causing  prices 
to  rise.  But  it  has  been  and  could  again  be  a major  factor,  and  the  one  factor 
that  could  produce  a rapid  upward  spiral.  The  restraining  influence  of  the  tax 
increase  will  thus  contribute  to  stabilizing  the  level  of  prices. 
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5.  To  protect  our  balance  of  payments 

The  tax  increase;  will  encourage  the.  sound,  balanced  economic  growth  that 
is  most  favorable  to  our  balance  of  payments  position.  Over  the  period  1961-64 
when  GNP  rose  on  the  average  by  about  6 percent  per  annum  (money  tei-ms), 
the  U.S.  trade  surplus  increased  almost  $2  billion,  from  ,$4.8  billion  in  1960 
to  $6.7  billion  in  1964. 

Without  the  tax  increase,  we  run  the  risk  of  faster,  less  well-balanced  growth, 
and  increased  inflationary  pressure.  As  events  of  the  last  2 years  have  demon- 
strated, this  can  lead  to  a substantial  increase  in  imports. 

— In  1965  and  1966,  when  GNP  rose  at  annual  rates  of  between  8 and 
9 percent,  imports  rose  by  about  15  percent  and  18  percent,  respectively — far 
more  than  exports— with  the  result  that  our  trade  surplus  deteriorated  steadily 
from  $6.7  billion  in , 1964  to  $4.8  billion  in  1965  and  to  $3.7  billion  in  1966. 

— Expressed  as  a percentage  of  GNP,  imports  rose  from  2.9  percent,  on  aver- 
age, in  1961-64  to  3.1  percent  in  1965,  and  3.4  percent  in  1966. 

Exports  over  the  2 years  1965  and  1966,  taken  together,  continued  to  grow 
reasonably  well  despite  higher  cost  and  price  increases  than  in  the  preceding 
period.  How  much  better  they  would  have  done  in  the  absence  of  excessive 
demand  here,  we  do  not  know.  We  do  know  that  in  order  to  increase  our  trade 
surplus  we  must  not  only  hold  imports  to  a reasonable  level  but  we  must 
keep  our  exports  competitive  over  the  longer  run.  The  tax  increase  contributes 
to  this  by  reducing  upward  pressures  on  our  costs  and  prices. 

In  the  first  half  of  this  year,  our  trade  surplus  has,  in  fact,  improved  from 
the  low  annual  rate  of  $2.9  billion  in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1966  to  an  annual 
rate  of  $4.5  billion  in  the  second  quarter  of  1967.  We  must  not  permit  a new 
outburst  of  excessive  demand  to  interrupt  this  trend. 

The  recently  strengthened  interest  equalization  tax  and  our  voluntary  Federal 
Reserve  and  Commerce  programs  will  help  hold  capital  outflows  within  rea- 
sonable limits. 

To  summarize,  then,  on  why  we  need  a tax  increase : 

— It  is  necessary  to  fulfill  our  obligation  to  finance  the  special  cost  of  Vietnam 
in  a responsible  way  . 

— It  is  needed  to  hold  down  the  size  of  the  deficit  to  acceptable  limits. 

— It  is  needed  to  avoid  the  return  of  monetary  stringency  and  high  interest 
rates  with  their  distorting  and  unfair  Impact  on  the  economy,  particularly 
in  the  home  building  sector. 

— It  is  appropriate  in  relation  to  our  current  and  prospective  economic  situa- 
tion and  insures  against  the  danger  of  a spiralling  of  prices. 

— Without  the  tax  increase  our  balance  of  payments  position  will  suffer. 

II.  THE  TAX  INCREASE  PROGRAM 

To  produce  the  needed  revenues  the  President  has  proposed  a three  point 
program : 

— A temporary  surcharge  of  10  percent  of  tax  liability  (not  10  percent  of  tax- 
able income)  to  be  placed  on  corporations  and  on  those  individuals  with  tax 
liability  above  an  exemption  level. 

— To  be  effective  October  1,  1967  for  individuals,  and  July  1,  1967  for  corpora- 
tions. 

— To  remain  in  effect  until  June  30,  1969,  or  continue  so  long  as  the  unusual 
expenditures  associated  with  our  efforts  in  Vietnam  require  higher 
revenues. 

— A speedup  in  corporate  income  tax  collections. 

— A postponement  of  the  scheduled  excise  tax  reductions  on  automobiles  and 
telephone  service  during  the  period  of  the  temporary  surcharge. 

1.  The  surcharge  form  of  tax  increase 

In  recent  years  there  has  been  considerable  expert  discussion  about  the  form 
that  a temporary  tax  increase  should  take.  We  have  concluded  from  that  dis- 
cussion that  an  across-the-board  surcharge  is  generally  the  most  appropriate 
method.  A surcharge  is  simple  to  administer  and  easy  for  the  taxpayer  to 
understand.  It  is  relatively  prompt  and  predictable  in  its  impact.  It  causes 
minimal  disturbance  to  the  existing  pattern  of  relationships  among  taxpayers, 
and  this  seems  fair-  and  sensible  for  a moderate,  temporary,  emergency  increase. 

A surcharge  is  in  line  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Fiscal  Policy  of  the  Joint  Economic  Committee.  In  the  spring  of  1966  the 
subcommittee  held  hearings  on  the  subject  of  tax  changes  for  short-run  stabili- 
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zation,  which  were  a thorough  and  comprehensive  investigation  of  the  subject. 
The  committee  agreed  that  a uniform  percentage  addition  to,  or  subtraction 
from,  corporate  and  personal  income  tax  liabilities,  to  be  effective  for  a stated 
period,  best  satisfies  the  criteria  for  short-run  stabilizing  revenue  changes. 

It  was  in  the  light  of  these  comiielling  considerations  that  a general  sur- 
charge— modified  to  avoid  imposing  additional  tax  burdens  on  individuals 
in  the  very  lowest  Income  brackets — was  decided  upon  as  the  major  measure 
in  the  President’s  program. 

I want  to  make  quite  clear  that  the  choice  of  the  surcharge  form  to  meet  a 
temporary  need  by  no  means  implies  a turning  away  from  the  need  for  achiev- 
ing important  permanent  structural  changes  in  the  tax  system. 

Indeed,  as  the  President  stated  in  his  Economic  Message,  he  will  be  sending 
a message  proposing  comprehensive  tax  reform  later  in  this  Session. 

Both  in  timing  and  objectives,  however,  tax  reform  should  be  distinguished 
from  the  present  temporary  surcharge  recommendation.  The  surcharge  is  needed 
now  for  revenue.  Expeditious  action  is  essential  if  it  is  to  achieve  its  purpose. 
It  is  a temporary  measure  and  not  a permanent  part  of  our  revenue  structure. 
The  central  issues  for  congressional  concern  are  the  size  of  the  needed  increase 
and  its  timing. 

The  Tax  Reform  Message  will  require  more  deliberate  consideration  since 
it  involves  proposals  for  permanent  structural  changes  and  some  redistribution 
of  tax  burdens  in  the  interest  of  a fairer  sharing  of  the  load.  Its  basic  objective 
is  not  to  raise  revenue  but  to  correct  a number  of  inequities  and  abuses  in  our 
tax  system.  Tax  reform  is  a job  that  very  much  needs  to  be  done.  I hope  your 
committee  will  be  giving  its  consideration  to  the  President’s  reform  recom- 
mendations in  the  months  ahead. 

2.  Effect  of  the  surcharge  on  individuals 

The  10  percent  surcharge  would  be  effective  for  individuals  as  of  October  1, 
1967.  There  has  been  some  confusion  about  what  the  10  percent  applies  to.  For 
clarity,  let  me  repeat  that  the  surcharge  precentage  applies  to  the  tax  liability 
of  the  individual — not  to  the  individual’s  income.  A surcharge  equal  to  10  percent 
of  the  tax  liability  the  individual  would  otherwise  incur  under  present  law 
would,  of  course,  equal  a much  smaller  percent  of  the  individual’s  income.  Thus, 
a married  couple  with  two  dependents  with  a wage  Income  of  $10,000  and 
taking  typical  deductions,  would  have  a tax  of  $1,114  under  present  tax  rates, 
and  a 10  percent  surcharge  would  amount  to  $111.  But  this  $111  is  only  slightly 
more  than  1 percent  of  the  family’s  income. 

The  selection  of  the  October  1 date — 3 months  later  than  the  recommended 
starting  date  for  corporations — reflects  certain  practical  considerations  involved 
in  changing  the  current  payments  required  to  be  made  by  individuals.  In- 
creased withholding  rates  for  wages  and  salaries  could  not  feasibly  be  put  into 
effect  at  a much  earlier  date  because  of  the  time  required  both  by  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  and  employers  to  prepare  and  implement  new  withholding 
schedules.  It  is  generally  desirable  to  keep  down  the  slippage  of  time  between 
the  effective  date  for  a tax  increase  and  the  date  on  which  increased  withhold- 
ing becomes  effective,  in  order  to  avoid  necessitating  large  payments  by  individ- 
uals when  they  file  their  final  returns. 

Concretely,  the  surcharge  would  apply  to  individuals  as  follows  : 

— Since  the  surcharge  would  be  effective  October  1,  1967,  and  thus  be  in  effect 
for  only  one-quarter  of  the  year  1967,  the  rate  of  the  surcharge  for  that  year 
would  be  2%  percent  of  the  tax  for  the  entire  year  1967.*  If  the  tax  on  an 
individual  for  1967  would  be  $1,000  under  present  law,  the  surcharge  would 
raise  this  tax  by  $25  to  $1,025.  increased  withholding  rates  incorporating  the 
surcharge  would  go  into  effect  October  1,  1967,  so  that  individuals  with  wages 
or  salaries  would  remain  on  a current  payment  basis. 

— Since  the  surcharge  would  be  in  effect  for  all  of  the  calendar  year  1968, 
the  surcharge  due  on  calendar  year  1968  tax  liability  would  be  the  full  10  per- 
cent. On  a tax  of  $1,000  which  an  individual  would  otherwise  incur,  the  sur- 
charge would  come  to  $100  or  10  percent.* 

Persons  of  restricted  means  should  not  be  required,  even  in  times  of  emer- 
gency, to  sacrifice  already  minimal  standards  of  living.  Consequently,  the 
proposal  provides  an  exemption  for  such  persons. 


1 The  surcharge  applies  to  the  present  ta.v  law  including  the  tax  on  capital  gains. 
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The  exemption  from  the  surcharge  covers  taxpayers  whose  taxable  income 
falls  emtirely  within  the  first  two  braclcets  of  the  individual  income  tax.‘ 
Generally,  this  exemption  would  exclude  from  the  surcharge : 

— All  single  persons  with  taxable  incomes  of  $1,000  or  less  after  deductions 
and  exemptions ; all  married  persons  with  taxable  incomes  of  $2,000  or  less 
after  deductions  and  exemptions;  and  all  heads  of  households  with  taxable 
incomes  of  $1,500  or  less  after  deductions  and  exemptions. 

— In  terms  of  specific  tax  liabilities,  single  returns  having  $145  or  less  tax, 
joint  returns  having  $290  or  less  tax,  and  head-of -household  returns  having  $220 
or  less  tax  would  be  exempt. 

— In  terms  of  total  earnings,  married  couples  with  two  children  with  earn- 
ings of  $5,000  or  less  per  year  and  single  people  with  earnings  of  less  than 
$1,900  per  year  would  not  be  subject  to  the  surcharge,  assuming  the  use  of 
the  minimum  standard  deduction. 

The  exemption  will  cover  about  16  million  taxpayers,  or  approximately  one- 
sixth  of  the  98  million  total  of  all  taxpayers.  Of  the  16  million  who  will  not 
be  subject  to  the  surcharge,  approximately  5 million  are  single  individuals  and 
11  million  are  married  taxpayers. 

The  effects  of  the  proposal  may  be  illustrated  by  applying  the  proposed  sur- 
charge to  a married  couple  with  two  dependents  using  typical  (10  percent  of 
income  or  minimum  standard  deduction)  deductions : 

— With  $5,000  earnings,  their  tax  will  be  unchanged  (and  still  $130  lower 
than  they  would  have  paid  in  1963). 

— With  $10,000  earnings,  their  tax  will  rise  $28  in  1967  and  $111— or  $9.25  a 
month — in  1968  (their  1968  tax  will  still  be  $147  less  than  they  would  have  paid 
in  1963). 

— With  $20,000  earnings,  their  tax  will  i-ise  $79  in  1967  and  $316— $26.34  a 
month — in  1968  ( their  1968  tax  will  still  be  $324  less  than  they  would  have  paid 
in  1963). 

Since  the  bulk  of  American  families — 'three  out  of  every  four — ^have  an  income 
below  $10,000,  they  will  be  paying  less  than  $9.25  a month,  down  to  only  about 
$2.50  a month. 

3.  Effects  of  the  surcharge  on  corporations 

The  10  percent  surcharge  would  apply  to  corporations,  effective  July  1,  1967. 
Thus,  for  calendar  1967  the  surcharge  would  be  higher  than  for  individuals 
because  of  the  ealier  starting  date.  For  corporations  whose  taxable  year  coin- 
cides with  the  calendar  year,  the  surcharge  for  calendar  year  1967  would  be  5 
percent  (compared  to  2%  percent  for  individuals)  since  it  applies  for  one-half 
the  year.  The  full  10  percent  surcharge  would  apply  for  1968. 

For  corporations  whose  taxable  year  does  not  coincide  with  a calendar  year, 
the  rate  of  the  surcharge  would  be  determined  on  the  basis  of  the  number  of  days 
in  the  corporation’s  fiscal  years  that  fall  within  the  period  during  which  the 
surcharge  is  in  effect  ( July  1, 1967- J une  30, 1969 ) 

A calendar  year  corporation  with  profits  before  tax  of  $100,000  will  pay  an 
extra  $2,075  in  1967  and  1969,  and  an  extra  $4,150  in  1968. 

4.  Revenue  effect  of  the  surcharge 

The  revenue  effect  of  the  surcharge  will  be  to : 

— Increase  fiscal  year  1968  receipts  in  the  administrative  budget  by  $6.3 
billion ; 

— The  increase  in  receipts  from  individuals  amounting  to  $4  billion. 

— The  increase  in  receipts  from  corporations  amounting  to  $2.3  billion. 

5.  The  speedup  in  corporate  tax  collections 

Two  steps  are  recommended  to  place  coiporations  on  the  same  current  tax 
payment  basis  as  individuals.  Beginning  January  1,  1968,  corporations  would 
pay  their  estimated  tax  liability  on  the  basis  of  80  percent  of  estimated  tax 
liability,  rather  than  70  percent  as  under  present  law.  Corporations  would 
then  be  on  the  same  percentage  basis  that  individuals,  sole  proprietorships,  and 
partnerships  have  been  on  since  the  beginning  of  this  year. 


’ A special  provision  will  also  insure  that  persons  receiving  retirement  income  qualifying 
for  the  retirement  income  credit  will  maintain  their  present  parity  for  income  tax  purposes 
with  recipients  of  Social  Security  benefits. 

^ Thus,  a corporation  with  a November  30  fiscal  year  would  apply  a proportionate  sur- 
charge rate  to  its  1967  fiscal  year  determined  as  follows : 10  percent  multiplied  by  a 
fraction  the  numerator  of  which  is  153  (the  number  of  days  in  the  taxable  year  after 
June  30,  1907)  and  the  denominator  of  which  is  305,  or  approximately  4.2  percent. 
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The  second  proposal  to  bring  corporations  to  a current  estimated  tax  payment 
basis  is  to  eliminate,  over  a 5-year  period  commencing  January  1,  1968,  the 
$100,000  of  tax  exemption  from  estimated  tax  payment  requirements.  By  this 
measure,  all  corporations,  small,  medium,  and  large,  will  gradually  be  placed  on 
the  same  current  tax  payment  basis  as  individual  proprietors  and  partnerships. 
The  5-year  transition  period  assures  that  the  change  to  a current  tax  payment 
basis  will  be  accomplished  in  an  orderly  and  balanced  manner.  All  corporations, 
regardless  of  size,  can  plan  for  steady  implementation  of  the  system,  and  will 
not  have  to  catch  up  to  totally  current  basis  in  any  one  year. 

The  80  percent  requirement  would  add  about  $400  million  revenue  in  fiscal 
year  1968. 

The  transition  to  current  payment  for  the  first  $100,000  of  corporate  tax  would 
add  about  another  $400  million  revenue  in  fiscal  year  1968  and  equivalent 
amounts  in  each  of  the  ensuing  4 fiscal  years. 

These  proposals  are  logical  extensions  of  the  transition  to  a current  payment 
basis  for  corporations  reflected  most  recently  by  the  Tax  Adjustment  Act  of 
1966,  and  are  appropriate  responses  to  the  obvious  need  to  align  corporate  pay- 
ment rules  with  those  applicable  to  noncorporate  taxpayers. 

6.  The  postponement  of  the  scheduled  excise  tax  reductions 

Under  present  law  the  excise  tax  on  passenger  automobiles  is  scheduled  to  drop 
from  7 percent  to  2 percent  April  1,  1968,  and  then  to  1 percent  January  1,  1969. 
The  excise  tax  on  telephone  service  is  scheduled  to  drop  from  10  percent  to  1 
percent  April  1968,  and  then  to  zero  January  1, 1969. 

It  is  appropriate  in  the  light  of  our  revenue  needs  that  these  scheduled  re- 
ductions be  deferred  for  the  period  during  which  the  proposed  surcharge  is  in 
effect.  Since  these  excises  are  currently  in  effect,  deferment  of  their  reduction 
is  a relatively  simple  matter  administratively  for  business  firms  and  the  Govern- 
ment. Moreover,  the  burden  of  these  taxes  is  widely  dispersed  over  the  popula- 
tion and  does  not  rest  disproportionately  on  a narrow  segment  of  the  community. 
The  proposal  suspends  the  above  scheduled  reductions  until  July  1,  1969,  and 
January  1,  1970,  respectively.  The  additional  revenue  derived  would  be  approxi- 
mately $300  million  for  fiscal  year  1968  and  approximately  $2.5  billion  for  fiscal 
year  1969. 

The  reveniue  effect  for  fiscal  1968  of  the  President’s  three-point  tax  program, 
as  a whole,  then  is  to  increase  receipts  by  $7.4  biUiion : 

— $6.3  billion  from  the  surcharge. 

• — $800  million  from  the  speedup  of  corporate  collections. 

— $300  million  from  the  deferral  of  scheduled  excise  tax  reductions. 

Assuming  the  President’s  tax  program  is  enacted',  total  receipts  for  the 
administrative  budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1968  are  estimated  at  $122.5  billion.  A 
breakdown  of  this  revenue  estimate  is  attached.  The  size  of  the  deficit  would 
depend  upon  the  final  level  of  expenditures.  Higher  expenditures  affect  the 
deficit  directly,  of  course,  but  also  indirectly  through  their  impact  on  private 
incomes  and  thereby  on  Federal  revenues.  Were  expenditures  to  fall  in  the 
high  end  of  the  range,  for  example,  revenues  would  rise  by  perhaps  as  much 
as  a billion  dollars. 

In  summary,  the  President’s  proposal  provides  needed  revenues  by  balanced 
and  equitable  means ; 

— TTie  speedup  in  estimated  tax  payments  for  corporations  brings  this  sector 
of  business  into  parity  with  unincorporated  businesses. 

— The  effect  of  postponing  the  scheduled  excise  tax  reductions  is  dispersed 
widely  over  the  population. 

— The  surcharge  is  a temporary  measure  designed  for  relatively  simple  im- 
plementation and  termination,  which  applies  progressively  in  the  same  manner 
as  our  basic  income  tax  liability,  but  appropriately  exempts  those  who,  because 
of  low  incomes,  should  not  be  required  to  shoulder  this  additional  responsibility. 

CONCLUSION 

I end  on  a point  with  which  I began : based  on  the  hard  facts  we  all  face,  the 
President’s  program  for  combining  a tax  increase  with  expenditure  reduction 
to  diminish  the  deficit  and  the  extent  of  Government  borrowing  represents  a 
sound,  fair  and  fiscally  responsible  choice  of  the  alternatives  open  to  this 
Committee,  the  Congress,  and  the  American  people. 

Admittedly,  no  one  likes  to  pay  additional  taxes  even  for  a temporary  period. 
The  President  does  not  like  to  recommend  an  increase  in  taxes;  the  Secretary 
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of  the  Treasury  and  his  colleagues  do  not  like  to  plead  for  an  increase  in  taxes ; 
we  know  this  Committee  does  not  like  to  ask  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
vote  an  increase  in  taxes. 

All  of  us — President,  administration  officials,  this  committee  and  the  House — 
have  proven  alert  and  anxious  to  reduce  the  Federal  tax  burden  on  the  American 
people.  ; 

We  have  done  so,  and  in  recent  years  this  policy  of  Federal  tax  reduction  has 
meant  substantial  savings  for  the  American  taxpayer.  In  1962  the  investment 
tax  credit  was  passed.  In  1964  the  most  significant  reductions  in  personal  and 
corporate  income  taxes  in  history  were  voted.  In  1965  excise  taxes  were  removed 
on  over  200  items.  It  has  been  my  privilege  to  espouse  all  of  these  measures  before 
this  committee. 

As  a result  of  these  reductions  Initiated  in  the  Congress  by  this  committee, 
despite  constantly  rising  State  and  local  taxes,  Americans  enjoy  a lower  tax 
burden  than  any  major  industrial  country  in  Western  Europe — and  this  includes 
taxes  levied  at  all  levels  of  government.  Federal,  State,  and  local.  Figures 
collected  by  the  Organization  for  Economic  Cooperation  and  Development  show 
that  as  a proportion  of  total  national  production,  French  citizens  paid  38.5 
percent  in  taxes ; Germany,  34.4  percent ; Italy,  29.6  percent ; United  Kingdom, 
28.6  percent ; and  the  United  States,  27.3  percent. 

As  the  President  said  in  his  Message : 

“If  Americans  today  still  paid  taxes  at  the  rates  in  effect  when  I became 
President,  a little  over  three  years  ago,  they  would  be  paying  this  year  over  $23 
hillion  more  than  they  are  paying  now.” 

The  enactment  of  the  proposed  surcharge  would  temporarily  take  individual 
taw  rates  less  than  one  half  way  up  to  the  1963  levels. 

Attached  to  my  statement  are  tables  showing  precisely  how  much  better  off 
tax-wise  each  individual  taxpayer  will  be  in  1967  and  1968  even  with  the 
temporary  surcharge,  compared  to  his  income  tax  liability  in  1963. 

For  a little  more. perspective  on  what  the  surcharge  means  for  the  individual 
taxpayer,  let  me  point  out  that  the  surcharge  : 

— In  the  aggregate,  would  amount  to  only  one  percent  of  individual  income 
before  all  taxes. 

—Would  place  a far  lesser  burden  than  the  tax  increase  of  the  Korean  War, 
when  the  average  Increase  in  tax  rates  was  the  equivalent  of  about  a 28-percent 
surcharge. 

— Would  be  in  no  way  comparable  to  the  increase  in  tax  burden  in  World  War 
II  when  the  ratio  of  income  tax  to  total  personal  income  rose  from  1.3  percent  to 
10.8  percent,  resulting  from  increased  rates,  reduced  exemptions  and  rising 
incomes.  This  was  a 730-percent  increase,  starting  from  a small  base. 

For  the  corporation,  the  surcharge  will  be  an  increase  of  10  percent  compared 
to  an  average  rise  of  52  percent  during  the  Korean  War.  In  World  War  II  the 
effective  rate  on  corporations  due  to  a combination  of  rate  increases  and  the 
excess  profits  tax  resulted  in  effective  rates  that  were  higher  by  174  percent. 

Now  once  again  armed  conflict  involves  our  security.  As  the  President  said : 

“There  are  times  in  a nation’s  life  when  its  armies  must  be  equipped  and 
fielded,  and  the  nation’s  business  must  still  go  on.  For  America  that  time  is  now.” 

The  time  has  come  when  we  must  levy  a temporary  tax  to  defray  a portion  of 
the  cost  of  the  conflict  in  Southeast  Asia  and  thereby  forward  the  Nation’s 
business. 

The  Nation  is  determined  to  see  those  hostilities  terminated,  but  only  under 
conditions  consonant  with  a future  for  peace  and  freedom  that  offers  no  reward 
for  Communist  aggression  or  its  cult  of  violence  and  subversion. 

This  is  an  occasion  to  recall  the  statement  of  a great  American  of  another  day, 
Justice  Oliver  Wendell  Holmes,  who  said : “Taxes  are  what  we  pay  for  civilized 
society.” 

We  cannot  share  the  sacrifices  our  brave  men  are  making  in  the  field.  But  we 
can  meet  the  fiscal  challenge  at  home.  We  can  provide  the  additional  taxes  that 
will  help  hold  the  budget  deficit  within  limits  conducive  to  the  maintenance  of  a 
healthy,  balanced  economy,  well  fitted  for  the  eventual  transition  to  a peace  with 
prosperity. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction  that,  however  unwelcome  to  Americans  as  taxpayers, 
the  President’s  program  is  in  the  best  interest  of  those  same  Americans — 

— As  consumers  who  want  price  stability ; 

— As  wage  and  salary  earners  who  have  or  seek  jobs  in  an  economy  character- 
ized by  sustained  and  steady  growth  rather  than  boom  and  bust ; 
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— As  businessmen  whose  life  blood  is  credit  and  steady  expanding  demand  from 
confident  customers ; 

— As  home  buyers  and  farmers  to  whom  ever  higher  rates,  tight  money  and 
increased  costs  are  far  more  cruel  than  taxes ; 

— As  poor,  elderly,  or  living  on  a fixed  income  to  whom  a spiral  of  inflation  is 
ruinous ; 

— As  fighting  men  who  dream  of  returning  someday  to  a job,  an  education  and 
a home. 

Members  of  this  committee  share  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  special 
responsibility  of  seeing  to  it  that  the  bills  of  the  Government  are  paid — whether 
out  of  bon-owed  money  or  revenues.  I hope  you  will  share  with  me  the  conclusion 
that  the  prompt  enactment  of  the  President’s  tax  proposals  are  necessary  and  in- 
dispensable parts  of  a program  of  fiscal  responsibility. 

Table  I. — Comparison  of  1963-66  tax  liahility  and  1967-68  tax  Uahility  under 
proposed  tax  increase  for  illustrative  taxpayers ' 


(Single  individual! 


Wage  income 

1963  tax  2 

1964 

tax  act  1966  tax  2 1967  tax  2 

decrease 

Tax 

increase  1968  tax  2 
over  1966 
tax  3 

Tax 

increase 
over  1966 
tax « 

$1,000 

$62 

$46 

$16 

$16 

$16 

(«) 

$1,900.--..: 

224 

77 

147 

151 

$4 

162 

$15 

$2,000 

242 

79 

163 

167 

4 

179 

16 

$3,000 

427 

94 

333 

341 

8 

366 

33 

$5,000 

818 

147 

671 

688 

17 

738 

67 

$7,500 

1,  405 

237 

1, 168 

1, 197 

29 

1,285 

117 

$10,000 

2, 096 

354 

1. 742 

1, 786 

44 

1,916 

174 

$12,500 

2,887 

489 

2,398. 

2,458 

60 

2, 638 

240 

$15,000 

3. 787 

633 

3, 154 

3,233 

79 

3, 469 

315 

$20,000 

5, 900 

982 

4,918 

5, 041 

123 

5,410 

492 

$25,000 

8, 324 

1,342 

6,982 

7, 157 

175 

7,680 

698 

$35,000 

13,  778 

2, 151 

11,627 

11,918 

291 

12,  790 

1,163 

* Proposed  tax  increase  of  2.5  percent  of  the  tax  in  1967  and  10  percent  in  1968  which  does  not  apply  to  single 
returns  with  taxable  income  of  $1,000  or  less  and  joint  returns  with  taxable  income  of  $2,000  or  less. 

2 Tax  liability  computations  assume  minimum  standard  deduction  or  deductions  equal  to  10  percent  of 
Income  whichever  is  greater.  Tax  liability  from  optional  tax  table  where  income  is  under  $5,000. 

3 1967  tax  minus  1966  tax. 

* 1968  tax  minus  1966  tax. 

. 6 There  is  no  increase  in  1967  or  1968  for  a single  person  whose  tax  at  1966  rates  is  $145  or  less. 


Table  II. — Comparison  of  1963-66  tax  liahility  and  1967-68  lax  liahility  under 
proposed  tax  increase  for  illustrative  taxpayers  ^ 

[Married  couple,  no  dependents] 


Wage  income 

1963  tax  2 

1964 

tax  act  1966  tax  2 1907  tax  2 

decrease 

Tax 

increase  1968  tax  2 
over  1966 
tax  3 . 

Tax 

increase 
over  1966 
tax  * 

$2,000 

$122 

$64 

$58 

$58 

(”) 

$58 

(‘) 

$3,000 

305 

101 

204 

204 

p) 

204 

$3,600..: 

413 

119 

294 

301 

$7 

323 

$29 

$5,000 

660 

159 

501 

514 

13 

551 

50 

$7-, 500 

1, 141 

227 

914 

937 

23 

1,005 

91 

$10,000 

1, 636 

294 

1,342 

3,376 

34. 

1,  476 

134 

$12,500 

2, 213 

382 

1, 831 

1,877 

46 

2,  014 

183 

$15,000 

2, 810 

475 

2,335 

2,393 

58 

' 2,569 

234 

$20,000 

4, 192 

708 

3,  484 

3,571 

87 

3, 832 

348 

$25,000 

5,  774 

978 

4,796 

4,916 

120 

5,  276 

480 

$35,000 

9, 601 

1,604 

7,997 

8, 197 

200 

8,  797 

800 

‘ Proposed  tax  increase  of  2.5  percent  of  the  tax  in  1967  and  10  percent  in  1968  which  does  not  apply  to  single 
returns  with  taxable  income  of  $1,000  or  less  and  joint  returns  with  taxable  income  of  $2,000  or  less. 

2 Tax  liability  computations  assume  minimum  standard  deduction  or  deductions  equal  to  10  percent  of 
income  whichever  is  greater.  Tax  liability  from  optional  t^  tabic  where  income  is  under  $5,000. 

5 1967  tax  minus  1966  tax. 

* 1968  tax  minus  1966  tax. 

6 There  is  no  increase  in  1967  or  1968  for  a married  couple  whose  tax  at  1966  rates  is  $290  or  less. 
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Table  III. — Comparison  of  1963-66  tax  liability  and  1967-68  tax  liability  under 
proposed  tax  increase  for  illustrative  taxpayers  * 

[Married  couple,  two  dependents] 


1964  Tax  Tax 

Wage  income  1963  tax  * tax  act  1966  tax  * 1967  tax  * increase  1968  tax  * increase 

decrease  over  1966  over  1966 

tax  » tax  < 


$3,000 $66  $61  $4  $4  («)  $4  (») 

$6,000 420  130  290  290  (*)  290  0) 

$7,500 877  191  686  703  $17  766  $69 

$10,000 1,372  258  1,114  1,142  28  1,225  111 

$12,500 1,901  334  1,567  1,606  39  1,724  157 

$15,000  2,480  424  2,062  2,114  52  2,268  206 

$20,000  3,800  640  3,160  3,239  79  3,476  316 

$26,000 5,318  906  4,412  4,522  110  4,863  441 

$36,000 ' 9,037  1,508  7,529  7,717  188  8,282  753 


* Proposed  tax  increase  of  2.5  percent  of  the  tax  in  1967  and  10  percent  in  1968  which  does  not  apply  to  single 
returns  with  taxable  income  of  $1,000  or  less  and  joint  returns  with  taxable  income  of  $2,000  or  less. 

2 Tax  liability  computations  assume  minimum  standard  deduction  or  deductions  equal  to  10  percent  of 
income  whichever  is  greater.  Tax  liability  from  optional  tax  table  where  income  is  under  $5,000, 

3 1967  tax  minus  1966  tax; 

^ 1968  tax  minus  1966  tax. 

* There  is  no  increase  in  1967  or  1968  for  a married  couple  whose  tax  at  1966  rates  is  $290  or  less. 


Table  IV. — Estimated  net  administrative  "budget  receipts  in  the  fiscal  year  1968t 
assuming  President's  tax  program 
[In  billions] 


Individual  Income  taxes $70.5 

Corporation  Income  taxes 32. 7 

Excise  taxes 9. 1 

Estate  and  gift  taxes 3. 0 

Customs 2.0 

Miscellaneous  receipts 5. 2 


Net  administrative  budget  receipts. 122.6 

Underlying  income  assumptions — calendar  year  1967 

Gross  national  product 1 783 

Personal  income 625 

Corporate  profits J 80 


Exhibit  21. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler,  November  15,  1967,  before  Sub- 
committee Number  1,  Select  Committee  on  Small  Business,  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, concerning  legislative  reform  relating  to  private  foundations 

I should  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  state,  as  succinctly  and  directly  as  I 
can,  both  the  record  and  the  position  of  the  Treasury  Department  on  legislative 
reform  relating  to  private  foundations.  If  you  or  your  staff  have  any  questions 
concerning  the  administration  and  application  of  existing  laws  in  various  indi- 
vidual cases  and  situations,  I shall  refer  all  questions  and  leave  the  discussion 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  in  whom  I repose  the  highest  confidence. 
He  is  in  charge  of  the  administration  of  tax  laws. 

In  his  appearance  before  your  committee  in  the  summer  of  1964,  Secretary 
Douglas  Dillon  stated : 

“As  a matter  of  personal  practice,  I do  not  associate  myself,  and  have  disassoci- 
ated myself  ever  since  I was  in  the  Treasury,  with  individual  tax  cases  and  tax 
questions,  so  that  to  the  extent  it  is  an  individual  case  dealing  with  an  indi- 
vidual taxpayer  or  an  individual  foundation  which  is  not  a taxpayer,  but  has 
to  file  information  returns,  I would  not  have  any  action.  This  has  been  left  en- 
tirely to  the  Internal  Revenue  Service.” 

I,  too,  have  followed  that  practice. 

On  detailed  questions  as  to  the  various  choices  of  remedy  through  modification 
of  the  laws  applying  to  foundations,  I shall  call  upon  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  Tax  Policy  Stanley  Surrey,  who  w'as  in  charge  of  the  study  which 
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resulted  in  tlxe  submission  of  the  “Treasury  Report  on  Foundations” ' which 
contained  the  Treasury  Department’s  recommendations  for  new  legislation  con- 
cerning foundations.  I resigned  from  the  Treasury  as  Under  Secretary  in  April 
1964  and  returned  as  Secretary  in  April  1965.  In  that  inteiwal,  ithe  Treasury 
completed  its  Report  and  Secretary  Dillon  submitted  it  to  the  appropriate  com- 
mittees of  Congress  for  implementation.  While  I am  not  familiar  in  detail  with 
all  of  the  choices  open  at  that  time  and  the  reasons  for  the  selection  of  those 
which  are  included  in  the  Treasury  Report,  by  reason  of  not  being  in  the  Treasury 
Department  then,  I endorse  the  principal  recommendations  and  will  support  them 
if  called  before  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee. 

From  1961  through  1964  the  Department  conducted  an  extensive  study  of  the 
activities  of  private  foundations  and  the  operation  of  the  present  laws  govern- 
ing them.  It  analyzed  the  relevant  administrative  and  litigation  experience  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Service  and  the  Department  of  Justice.  It  made  a special 
survey  of  a selected  sample  of  about  1,300  foundations  to  secure  new  data  about 
their  characteristics  and  performance.  Department  representatives  discussed  the 
facts  of  the  foundation  world  with  lawyers,  accountants,  critics,  administrators, 
and  others  familiar  with  foundation  operations.  Careful  attention  was  given  to 
the  work  of  other  investigators,  including  this  subcommittee. 

Drawing  upon  the  information  produced  by  this  study,  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment concluded  that  six  major  problems  exist  among  private  foundations.  The 
Department  found,  also,  the  presence  of  several  additional  problems  of  less  gen- 
eral significance.  In  its  “Report  on  Private  Foundations”,  submitted  to  the  House 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  early  in  1965, 
the  Department  described  these  problems  in  considerable  detail,  provided  a series 
of  illustrations  of  each  of  them,  and  recommended  quite  specific  revisions  of 
existing  Federal  laws  to  deal  with  them. 

That  study  did  not  conclude  that  the  abuses  outweighed  the  benefits  to 
society  of  private  foundations.  Rather  the  report  concluded,  and  I firmly  believe, 
that  private  foundations  fulfill  a vital  need  of  our  society;  the  need  for  the 
pioneer,  and  the  vision  of  the  experimenter.  In  this  role,  they  both  complement 
and  supplement  the  services  provided  by  government  and  by  other  nonprofit 
activities  in  general. 

Thus,  our  recommendations  were  conceived  within  the  framework  of  preserv- 
ing this  vital  philanthropic  activity.  Our  objective  is  the  elimination  of  abuses 
engaged  in  by  some  and  thereby  to  strengthen  the  institution  itself. 

We  should  not  be  misled  or  diverted  from  this  goal  by  those  who  operate  on 
the  fringes  of  philanthropy  or  with  the  cloak  of  philanthropy  but  without 
philanthropic  motive.  The  aberrations  which  they  produce  can  be  readily  curbed 
either  under  existing  law  or  if  necessary  by  specific  and  selective  legislative 
changes.  It  is  a disservice  to  confuse  those  who  pervert  the  law  for  private  gain 
with  those  foundations  which  operate  to  sustain  and  advance  philanthropy. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  published  the  Treasury  report  at  once.  Later 
in  the  year  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  solicited  written  comments 
on  the  report  from  the  general  public.  It  published  those  comments  in  November 
and  December  of  1965. 

In  his  1966  Economic  Report  to  the  Congress,  the  President  urged  the  Congress 
“to  deal  with  abuses  of  tax-exempt  foundations.”  In  his  Economic  Report  of 
1967,  the  President  again  directed  Congressional  attention  to  the  need  for  re- 
forms in  this  area.  However,  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee — its  time  during 
the  past  several  years  almost  steadily  occupied  by  other  major  tax  and  Social 
Security  legislation — has  not  yet  taken  further  action  on  the  Treasury  Report. 

An  examination  of  the  record,  then,  makes  the  Treasury  Department  position 
on  foundation  reform  quite  clear.  Having  studied  the  field  thoroughly,  the  De- 
partment reported  its  findings  to  the  Congress,  made  specific  and  detailed  recom- 
mendations for  legislative  action,  and  has  strongly  urged  adoption  of  those 
recommendations.  The  President  has  twice  recommended  action.  The  Depart- 
ment presently  awaits  the  attention  of  the  tax  writing  Committees  to  this  im- 
portant matter  and  stands  ready  to  work  on  this  important  phase  of  tax  reform 
with  those  Committees  in  the  customary  manner  and  procedure  when  they  are 
ready  to  proceed. 

Thank  you. 


* See  1965  annual  report,  page  364. 
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Exhibit  22. — Letter  from  Secretary  Fowler  to  Senator  John  J.  Williams, 

November  22,  1967,  concerning  the  Administration’s  tax  surcharge  proposal 

The  I-Ion.  John  J.  Williams 
U.S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.G. 

Deab  Senator  Williams  : Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  November  7,  con- 
cerning the  Administration’s  tax  surcharge  proposal.  I know  of  no  subject  which 
demands  more  urgent  attention  among  those  concerned  with  the  future  of  the 
American  economy,  r 

Because  of  your  key  position  in  the  Senate  and  because  of  the  many  areas  of 
mutual  agreement  between  us,  I would  like  to  respond  in  fuil. 

History  of  the  Proposal 

The  Administration’s  proposal  for  a surcharge  was  made  last  January,  almost 
11  months  ago. 

Early  in  August  it  was  revised  due  to  the  changed  conditions  in  the  economy. 
In  the  face  of  an  unacceptable  deficit,  of  rising  interest  rates  and  heavy  in- 
flationary pressures,  the  President  on  August  3 recommended  a balanced  fiscal 
program : 

— “rigorously  controlling  expenditures” 

— “raising  as  much  money  as  possible  through  increased  taxes”  and 

— “borrowing  the  difference.” 

Following  his  message,  the  President  met  with  the  leadership  of  both  Houses 
and  the  ranking  majority  and  minority  members  of  the  tax  writing  and  appro- 
priations committees.  He  invited  every  Democrat  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  at  least  50  Republicans  to  discussions  in  which  he  described  the  vital  im- 
portance of  a tax  increase  and  the  need  to  reduce  less  essential  expenditures. 
He  outlined  the  dangers  of  inaction  to  the  American  people. 

The  top  fiscal  officials  of  the  Administration  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Board  (speaking  for  the  entire  Board)  made  detailed  presentations 
in  hearings  before  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  from  August  14. 
through  September  14.  Representatives  of  major  business,  financial  and  labor 
organizations,  and  leaders  in  the  field  of  business  and  finance  also  testified. 

The  need  for  a tax  increase  was  supported  virtually  unanimously.  Many  of 
those  supporting  a tax  increase  also  spoke  of  another  major  element  in  the 
President’s  program ; the  need  to  reduce  Federal  expenditures. 

At  the  time  of  the  President’s  August  3 message,  11  of  the  14  appropriation 
bills  for  fiscal  1968  had  not  been  enacted.  The  President  urged  “the  Congress 
to  exercise  the  utmost  restraint  and  responsibility  in  the  legislative  decisions 
which  are  to  come  and  to  make  every  effort  not  to  exceed  the  January  Budget 
estimates.” 

For  his  part,  the  President  pledged  to  make  every  possible  expenditure  re- 
duction— civilian  and  military — short  of  jeopardizing  the  Nation’s  security  and 
well-being. 

Since  January,  the  Congress  has  been  working  its  will  on  expenditures  by 
acting  on  appropriation  bills  and  on  the  Federal  employee  pay  increase.  As  of 
today  the  Congress  has  passed  12  of  the  14  appropriation  bills  for  fiscal  1968. 
Both  the  House  and  Senate  therefore,  have  taken,  in  your  words  “legislative 
action  prior  to  a tax  increase  dealing  with  expenditures.” 

The  Chairman  of  the  House  Appropriations  Committee  has  stated  that  con- 
gressional action  taken  and.  anticipated  is  likely  to  reduce  new  spending  au- 
thority proposed  in  the  Budget  by  up  to  $6  billion. 

As  a result  of  these  appropriation  actions,  fiscal  1968  expenditures  will  be 
reduced  by  about  $1.5  billion. 

The  “indecision”  over  the  tax  increase  to  which  you  refer  does  not  rest  with 
the  Administration.  The  uncertainty  is  whether  the  Congress  will  act  on  the 
President’s  recommendations.  Consistently  the  President,  the  Council  of  Eco- 
nomic Advisers,  members  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  and  senior  officials  of 
the  Treasury  have  urged  prompt  enactment  of  the  tax  Increase. 

But  on  October  3,  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  adopted  a motion, 
stating  that : 

“The  Committee  lay  this  matter  on  the  table  and  that  further  consideration 
of  the  tax  Increase  be  deferred  until  such  time  as  the  President  and  the  Congress 
reach  an  understanding  on  a means  of  implementing  more  effective  expenditure 
reduction  and  controls  as  an  essential  corollary  to  further  consideration  of 
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a tax  increase,  and  that  at  such  time  this  matter  will  again  be  given  priority 
in  the  Committee’s  order  of  business.” 

Two  days  after  the  House  Committee  action,  President  Johnson  stated  in  his 
news  conference: 

“The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  at  the  Committee  session  representing 
the  Administration.  He  had  certain  proposals  that  he  desired  to  make  along 
the  lines  of  my  tax  message  and  along  the  lines  of  what  I have  said  in  this 
statement — that  we  will  tiT  to  have  the  Administration  and  the  Congress  agree 
on  the  restraints  that  the  Congress  desires  to  put  into  effect 

“We  were  ready  that  day,  and  we  have  been  ready  every  day  since — ^the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  each  department  head — to  appear  before  the 
Appropriations  Committee  or  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  to  express  our 
views  and  to  go  as  far  as  we  can  in  carrying  out  the  decision  of  the  Congress.” 

The  President  restated  his  view  in  the  strongest  terms  last  week. 

Since  October  3 the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  has  been  in  recess. 
Nonetheless,  Budget  Director  Schultze  and  I have  had  a number  of  conferences 
with  the  Chairmen  of  the  House  Ways  and  Means  and  Appropriations  Com- 
mittees. We  have  tried  to  work  out  a solution  to  the  problem  of  combining 
expenditure  reduction  and  control  with  a tax  increase  in  a manner  that  would 
be  satisfactory  to  both  committees  and  have  some  chance  of  being  acceptable  to 
the  Senate  as  well. 

Let  us  be  clear,  Senator  Williams,  that  the  Administration  has  made  its 
willingness  known  “to  get  together”  with  the  appropriate  committees  of  Con- 
gress to  help  them  “make  a decision  as  to  whether  they  will  or  will  not  approve 
a tax  increase  in  1968.” 

Action  on  a tax  bill  is  a legislative  matter  which  cannot  be  delayed  without 
undue  and  unacceptable  risk  to  the  Nation’s  economic  and  financial  structure. 
We  should  not  wait  any  longer. 

This  is  a “right  now”  matter. 


Consequences  of  Inaction 

A tax  increase  is  necessary  to  prevent  skyrocketing  of  interest  rates.  This 
necessity  goes  beyond  damage  to  our  domestic  economy  such  as,  for  example; 
putting  a pistol  to  the  head  of  our  housing  industry  now  in  process  of  a needed 
recovery. 

A continued  failure  by  Congre.ss  to  act  decisively  may  reverse  the  trend 
towards  lower  Interest  rates  in  Europe,  a trend  which  began  so  successfully 
earlier  this  year.  If  those  rates  begin  to  rise  sharply,  they  will  surely  threaten 
the  healthy  growth  of  the  free  world  economy. 

Confidence  in  the  dollar  and  the  gold  exchange  standard — the  basis  of  our 
international  monetary  system — depends  on  the  ability  of  the  U.S.  Government 
to  act  responsibly.  There  is  a widely  held  feeling  in  financial  circles  at  home 
and  abroad  that  a reduction  in  our  budget  deficit  by  reducing  expenditures  and 
a tax  increase  in  the  'United  States  are  essential  elements  of  responsible  financial 
policy.  I do  not  need  to  remind  you  of  the  most  recent  signs  of  disturbance  in 
international  financial  conditions.  The  British  devaluation  puts  the  dollar  in 
the  front  line.  It  calls  for  responsible  action  that  will  maintain  full  confidence 
in  the  stability  and  strength  of  the  dollar  and  of  the  U.S.  economy. 

But  there  is  another  important  reason  to  move  ahead  with  the  tax  proposal — 
the  grave  risk  of  mounting  inflation,  another  disruptive  inventory  cycle,  a 
deterioration  in  our  balance  of  payments,  and  of  a return  to  the  old  pattern  of 
“boom  and  bust.” 

No  course  of  preventive  action  can  be  effective  without  tax  action — now. 

I have  been  encouraged  by  recent  public  statements  on  the  tax  question  by 
the  two  Senate  leaders.  Senator  Mansfield  and  Senator  Dirksen.  For  that  reason 
I welcomed  your  statement  on  October  24  and  an  earlier  one  by  your  colleague 
on  the  Finance  Committee,  Senator  Smathers. 

A New  Proposal 

Upon  careful  reflection  it  appears  that  once  again  it  is  up  to  the  Administration 
to  make  another  effort  to  break  the  deadlock  between  the  spending  and  taxing 
■ powers  of  the  Congress. 

Accordingly,  we  have  prepared  a plan  which  combines  the  President’s  tax  pro- 
posals with  a statutory  provision  embodying  a program  of  realistic  expenditure 
reductions. 
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This  package  would  result  in  a reduction  of  the  administrative  budget  deficit 
in  fiscal  1968  by  about  $11  billion  and  would  relieve  the  credit  markets  of  that 
much  anticipated  demand  over  the  next  7 months. 

There  has  been  much  misunderstanding  about  a key  element  in  the  program — 
the  tax  surcharge  on  both  individual  and  corporate  Incomes.  Its  impact  on  the 
individual  taxpayer  is  modest — about  one  penny  on  a dollar  of  income.  For 
those  in  the  lower  brackets,  no  tax  Increase  at  all. 

In  short,  this  bill  would  bring  our  deficit  into  manageable  proportions.  It 
would  take  much  of  the  pressure  off  the  credit  markets  and  interest  rates.  It 
would  enable  the  Federal  Oovernment  to  put  money  into  the  credit  market  in 
the  first  half  of  calendar  1968  instead  of  taking  it  out.  It  would  give  additional 
confidence  in  financial  markets  here  and  abroad  in  the  dollar  and  the  U.S. 
economy. 

I believe  this  proposal  can  be  readily  considered  and  processed  by  Congress 
in  the  normal  course  of  business  during  this  session. 

As  you  know,  the  President  in  his  meeting  Monday  with  the  bipartisan 
leadership  of  the  Congress  and  the  appropriate  committees  appealed  for  favor- 
able action  on  this  legislative  package  of  expenditure  reduction  and  tax  increase. 

I have  requested  Chairman  Mills  to  convene  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee to  consider  this  legislative  plan  and  he  has  called  a meeting  for  Wednes- 
day, November  29,  at  10  a.m. 

Of  course,  action  by  that  committee  and  the  House  Appropriations  Committee 
on  these  two  key  elements  in  the  package  must  be  the  first  step  in  the  legislative 
process.  However,  the  'Director  of  the  Budget  and  I stand  ready  to  appear  before 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  and  the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee  to 
explain  these  proposals  on  the  necessity  for  prompt  and  favorable  action. 

I appreciate  your  letter.  I am  grateful  for  your  thoughtful  approach  to  a 
problem  of  great  importance  to  our  country,  a problem  which,  as  you  say, 
transcends  the  “political  aspects”  of  the  decision. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Henry  H.  Fowleb. 


Exhibit  23. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler,  November  29,  1967,  before  the 
House  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means>  on  the  President’s  proposals  for  an 
income  tax  increase  and  for  expenditure  reduction  and  control  for  the  fiscal 
year  1968 

I am  here  today  to  present  the  Administration’s  specific  recommendations,  in 
the  words  of  your  resolution  of  October  3,  for  “an  understanding  between 
the  President  and  the  Congress  on  a means  of  implementing  more  effective  ex- 
penditure reduction  and  controls”  as  a corollary  to  the  President’s  tax  Increase 
proposals. 

Permit  me  to  appeal  to  you  on  both  an  official  and  personal  basis  to  report 
promptly  and  favorably  a bill  to  the  House  embodying  these  recommendations. 

I have  appeared  before  this  Committee  many  times  in  the  last  6 yeans.  We  have 
faced  many  situations  together.  I am  proud  of  the  record  of  fiscal  initiative,  fiex- 
ibility  and  responsibility  we  have  built  together  with  beneficial  results  to  the 
nation’s  economy. 

Never  have  we  been  confronted  by  a fiscal  problem  which,  in  my  Judgment,  was 
more  decisive  for  our  country  and  the  free  world.  Never  have  I been  more  con- 
vinced of  the  appropriate  course  of  action  to  meet  the  problem. 

It  is  my  deep-seated,  personal  conviction,  which  I wish  to  stress  with  all  of  the 
earnestness  at  my  command,  that  favorable  action  by  the  Congress  on  the  pro- 
posals to  be  placed  before  you  cannot  be  further  deferred  without  undue  and  un- 
acceptable risk  to  the  nation’s  economic  and  financial  structure  and  the  interna- 
tional monetary  system.  We  should  not  wait  any  longer.  Delay  can  be  as  dam- 
aging as  defeat.  It  is  unthinkable  to  me  to  allow  this  session  of  Congress  to  con- 
clude without  an  all-out  effort  by  all  responsible  forces  to  enact  into  law  the 
proposals  to  be  presented  today. 

To  be  specific,  I am  submitting  our  recommendations  in  the  form  of  a bill.  This 
bill  has  two  titles^one  embodying  the  President’s  tax  increase  proposals;  the 
second  presenting  a specific  statutory  plan  and  provision  for  expenditure  reduc- 
tion and  control  for  the  fiscal  year  19^. 

The  prompt  enactment  of  this  proposal  at  this  session  of  Congress  would: 

— Reduce  the  deficit  in  the  Administrative  budget  by  more  than  $11  billion. 
—Bring  the  currently  estimated  deficit  from  a range  upwards  of  $25  billion 
to  below  $14  billion. 
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— Reverse  the  trend  toward  increased  deficit  financing  which  began  with  our 
increased  participation  in  hostilities  in  Southeast  Asia  in  the  fiscal  year  1966. 

— Take  a giant  step  in  providing  the  confidence  and  stability  in  financial  mar- 
kets here  and  abroad  which  is  based  on  the  strength  of  the  dollar  and  the  U.S. 
economy. 

— Reduce  appreciably  the  most  important  source  of  pressure  on  our  credit 
markets : the  huge  overhang  of  Federal  borrowing  which  steadily  moves  up  in- 
terest despite  an  easy  monetary  policy. 

— Remove  the  threat  to  our  housing  industry  which  is  in  the  process  of  a 
needed  recovery. 

— Remove  the  risk  of  a credit  crunch  that  will  deprive  States  and  local  govern- 
ments and  small  business  of  ready  access  to  credits. 

— Reverse  the  trend  from  a creeping  to  an  accelerating  inflation  and  turn  the 
economy  back  toward  price  stability  and  wage  changes  more  closely  related  to 
increased  productivity. 

— Halt  movement  toward  another  disruptive  inventory  cycle. 

— Prevent  our  returning  to  the  old  pattern  of  “boom  and  bust.” 

— Protect,  maintain  and  expand  our  trade  surplus  which  is  the  mainstay  of 
our  balance  of  payments  position  and  which  is  vitally  important  to  the  preserva- 
tion of  international  confidence  in  the  dollar. 

When  I appeared  before  this  committee  on  August  14,'  I presented  these  basic 
overall  reasons  which  had  led  us  to  the  conclusion  that  the  prompt  enactment  of 
the  President’s  fiscal  program — tax  increases  joined  with  expenditure  reduc- 
tions— was  the  “sound,  fair  and  fiscally  responsible  choice  of  the  alternatives 
open  to  this  committee,  the  Congress,  and  the  American  people.” 

Developments  since  August  14  serve  to  confirm  those  overall  reasons  advanced 
on  that  day  and  underscore  the  urgency  of  the  Administration’s  request  for 
action.  (A  Supplementary  Statement  summarizing  the  intervening  economic  and 
financial  developments  supporting  these  overall  reasons  is  attached  for  the 
convenience  of  the  committee.) 

TWO  NEW  REASONS  FOR  PROMPT  ACTION 

But  two  significant  reasons,  not  present  then,  make  the  prompt  adoption  of 
proposals  along  the  lines  of  those  in  the  bill  before  you  an  inescapable  responsi- 
bility of  the  'Congress. 

The  first  reason  is  that  the  devaluation  of  the  British  pound  last  Saturday  a 
week,  with  the  ensuing  disturbances  in  the  gold  and  financial  markets,  calls  for 
prompt  and  special  measures  to  protect  the  dollar  and  the  international  monetary 
system.  Dealing  decisively  with  our  budget  deficit  has  the  highest  priority. 

We  must  recognize  that  the  gold  exchange  standard  which  is  the  basis  of  the 
international  trade  'and  payments  system  on  which  world  trade  and  prosperity 
has  been  based  since  World  War  I'l  is  being  tested,  and  tested  very  seriously,  by 
those  who  speculate,  by  those  who  are  fearful,  and  'by  some  in  ofliciial  positions 
who  prefer  a different  system. 

We  must  recognize  that  this  nation’s  political,  military,  diplomatic,  and  com- 
mercial position  outside  our  borders,  and,  with  it,  our  national  security,  depends 
in  large  measure  'on  the  maintenance  of  financial  stability  in  the  free  world. 

We  must  recognize  the  need  to  take  steps  designed  to  assure  confidence  and 
stability  in  financial  markets  here  and  abroad  which  depend  on  a sound  dollar 
and  a prosperous,  stable  U.S.  economy. 

We  must  recognize,  in  short,  that  the  dramatic  international  financial  events 
of  the  past  2 weeks  underline  more  forcefully  than  could  any  rhetoric  and  argu- 
mentation on  my  part  the  high  responsibility  that  we  bear  for  the  maintenance 
of  a stable  international  economic  system. 

There  are  two  means  by  which  we  can  preserve  these  stakes.  First,  by  practicing 
multilateral  financial  cooperation  with  other  leading  financial  nations  in  the 
International  Monetary  Fund  and  other  related  multilateral  economic  and  finan- 
cial institutions.  Second,  by  maintaining  a strong  dollar  through  positive  decisive 
action  to  reverse  the  current  trend  to  increasing  deficits  in  our  budget  and  our 
balance  of  payments. 

The  sterling  devaluation — even  though  it  was  felt  necessary  by  the  United 
Kingdom  and  is  being  supported  by  all  the  major  countries  of  the  world — is  a 
shock  to  markets,  domestic  and  international.  The  dollar  is  basically  strong,  and 
by  reaffirming  our  determination  to  buy  and  sell  gold  at  $35  an  ounce,  we  are 


1 See  exhibit  20. 
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maintaining  the  system  of  fixed  exchange  rates  in  which  world  trade  has 
flourished. 

But — even  ibefore  a sterling  devaluation — delay  and  inaction  on  taxes  and  on 
diminishing  our  prospective  deficit  was  weakening  confidence  in  the  dollar  and 
the  gold  exchange  standard.  These  are  the  foundations  of  the  international  mone- 
tary system. 

The  present  situation  makes  it  even  more  imperative  that  we  insure  the 
strength  of  the  dollar  by  Insuring  the  strength  of  the  U.S.  economy. 

Make  no  mistake  about  it — confidence  in  the  dollar  and  the  international 
monetary  system  depends  on  the  ability  and  determination  of  the  U.S.  Govern- 
ment to  act  responsibly. 

There  is  a widely  held  feeling  in  financial  circles  at  home  and  abroad  that  a 
meaningful  reduction  in  our  budget  deficit  by  reducing  expenditures  and  a tax 
increase  is  an  essential  element  of  responsible  financial  policy. 

The  second  new  reason  for  prompt  adoption  of  the  proposals  presented  is  the 
clear  and  evident  truth  that  only  by  the  passage  of  this  type  of  measure  can  the 
U.S.  Government  substantially  reduce  the  budget  deficit  and  keep  this  nation 
on  the  course  of  fiscal  responsibility. 

There  were  some  in  the  Congress  in  August  who  would  have  met  the  challenge 
of  the  deficit  by  a temporary  increase  plus  some  minor  economies ; there  were 
some  who  would  rely  on  massive,  long-range  economies  without  a tax  increase 
or  a. minor  and  belated  one;  there  were  some  who  wanted  a specific  program  of 
expenditure  reduction  and  controls,  balanced  with  a meaningful  but  temporary 
tax  increase;  and  there  were  some  who  wanted  neither  a tax  increase  nor 
economies,  following  a “the  sky’s  the  limit”  policy  as  far  as  deficit  financing  is 
concerned. 

It  seems  high  time  for  the  first  three  groups  who  are  in  agreement  on  the  need 
to  reduce  the  deficit  to  pool  .their  forces  to  take  decisive  action,  rather  than  by 
inaction  and  delay  forfeit  the  fiscal  responsibility  of  this  Congress. 

In  August  when  the  President  reported  a prospective  deficit  of  $29  billion 
only  three  of  the  14  appropriation  bills  for  fiscal  1968  had  been  enacted.  The  Presi- 
dent, ill  his  message,  urged  “the  Congress  to  exercise  the  utmost  restraint  and 
responsibility  in  the  legislative  decisions  which  are  to  come.” 

As  of  today,  the  Congress  has  passed  all  but  two  of  the  appropriation  bills 
for  fiscal  1968. 

Both  the  House  and  Senate,  therefore,  have  taken  legislative  action  in  the 
normal  fashion  dealing  with  expenditures  in  the  face  of  this  deficit. 

The  Chairman  of  the  House  Appropriations  Committee  has  stated  that  con- 
gressional action  taken  and  anticipated  in  the  traditional  process  is  likely  to 
reduce  new  spending  authority  pro’posed  in  the  budget  by  up  to  $6  billion — 
thereby  reducing  actual  expenditures  'this  year,  next  year  and,  in  some  oases,  in 
years  to  follow,  by  that  total. 

As  a result  of  appropriation  actions  to  date  (amounting  to  appropriation  reduc- 
tions of  $4.5  billion)  actual  expenditures  in  the  form  of  cash  outlays  in  fiscal 
1968  will  be  reduced  by  only  about  $1.5  billion  because  much  of  the  appropriation 
action  affected  spending  in  future  years. 

Therefore,  it  is  clear  to  all  who  would  exercise  any  realism  that  the  deficit  for 
fiscal  196S  will  not  be  reduced  sufficiently  hy  these  actions.  Both  larger  expendi- 
ture reductions  and  a substantial  tax  increase  are  required  to  reduce  the  deficit 
to  manageable  proportions. 

It  is  equally  clear  that  the  best  way  for  Congress  and  the  Administration  to 
.(oin  together  in  a combined  effort  refleoting  the  will  and  decision  of  both 
branches  to  reduce  meaningfully  this  deficit  is  to  enact  the  President’s  tax  pro- 
posals, and  special  legislation  that  will  insure  additional  expenditure  reduction. 

That  is  the  plan  before  you. 

BACKGROUND  OF  PLAN 

In  January  the  President  recommended  that  a temporary  tax  increase  in  the 
form  of  a 6 percent  surcharge  be  adopted  in  the  summer  of  this  year  as  a part 
of  the  fiscal  1968  budget  to  help  finance  the  increased  costs  of  the  war.  The  level 
and  timing  of  that  recommendation  were  based  on  the  anticipated  course  of  the 
economy  as  the  facts,  then  in  hand  indicated. 

The  President  reviewed  that  recommendation  last  summer  in  the  light  of  hoth 
the  outlook  for  increased  expenditures  and  reduced  revenues  and  the  economic 
and  financial  situation  that  then  existed  and  the  expectations  for  the  months 
ahead. 
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He  coucluded  that  the  situation  called,  as  it  did  hefore,  for  a tax  increase. 
But  in  view  of  the  substantial  increase  in  the  prospective  deficit  he  concluded 
that  his  January  tax  proposals  should  be  enlarged  and  a determined  effort 
inaugurated  to  reduce  controllable  expenditures  in  the  January  Budget.  In  his 
Tax  Message  of  August  3,  he  recommended  a ten  percent  surcharge  and  con- 
tinuation of  expiring  excise  taxes.  Moreover,  that  Message  contained  a fiscal 
program  for  reducing  the  prospective  deficit  by  combining  a tax  increase  and 
expenditure  reduction  and  control. 

As  you  will  recall,  in  his  Tax  Message  the  President  declared  that  to  accept 
the  prospective  deficit  and  totally  finance  it  “by  additional  borrowing,  which 
itself  would  drive  up  interest  rates  * » * would  be  fiscally  and  financially  ir- 
responsible under  present  conditions.”  He  posed  a second  alternative,  namely, 
that  “the  deficit  could  be  reduced  by  regularly  controlling  expenditures,  raising 
as  much  money  as  possible  through  increased  taxes,  and  then  borrowing  the 
difference.”  He  declared  the  secoud  alternative  “is  the  only  way  to  maintain  a 
strong  and  healthy  economy.”  Accordingly,  he  presented  for  “the  judgment  and 
action”  of  the  Congress  a fiscal  program  with  two  essential  elements : 

— “Expenditure  restraint  to  which  this  Administration  is  committed  and  which 
I urge  upon  the  Congress”,  and 
— “Tax  measures  to  increase  our  revenues.” 

With  most  of  the  appropriation  bills  still  pending  before  the  Congress,  the 
President  urged  “The  Congress  to  exercise  the  utmost  restraint  and  responsibil- 
ity in  the  legislative  decisions  which  are  to  come  and  to  make  every  effort  not 
to  exceed  the  January  Budget  estimates.” 

The  President  in  his  message  also  noted  that  the  Congress  was  considering 
a bill  which  would  raise  civilian  and  military  pay  iby  more  than  $1  billion  above 
the  Administration’s  pay  proposal.  The  Congress  acceded  to  his  persistent  urging, 
that  proposals  for  the  extra  $1  billion  pay  raise  above  his  Budget  not  be  adopted 
and,  in  fact,  the  pay  scale  for  this  fiscal  year  exceeds  the  President’s  budget  by 
only  a small  amount. 

For  his  part  the  President  pledged  to  the  country  and  the  Congress  that  he 
would  make  every  possible  expenditure  reduction — civilian  and  military — in  the 
Budget  submitted  last  January,  short  of  jeopardizing  the  nation’s  security  and 
well  being. 

He  stated  that  as  Congress  completes  each  appropriation  bill  affecting  fiscal' 
1968  expenditures  “we  will  examine  at  once  very,  very  carefully”  the  results  of 
those  actions  and  “determine  where,  how  and  by  how  much  expenditures  under 
these  appropriations  can  be  reduced.” 

Moreover,  following  the  presentation  of  his  message  the  President  invited 
every  Democrat  in  the  House  of  Representatives  and  at  least  50  Republicans  to 
meetings  in  which  he  personally  described  the  serious  problems  presented  by  the 
prospective  deficit  without  a tax  increase  and  the  reduction  of  expenditures. 

An  accurate  contemporary  picture  of  the  President’s  program  to  reduce  the 
prospective  $29  billion  deficit  described  in  his  Message  by  combining  expenditure 
reduction  and  control  with  a tax  increase  may  be  obtained  from  the  following 
series  of  excerpts  in  his  press  briefing  on  the  Tax  Message  on  August  3 : 

“What  are  we  going  to  do  about  the  $29  billion?  We  hope,  first,  that  we  can 
take  $1  billion  off  here  by  the  pay  bill  if  the  Congress  will  stay  with  the  budget 
estimates,  and  we  so  recommend. 

“We  hope  we  can  take  $2  billion  more  off  by  giving  us  the  authority  to  sell  $2 
billion  in  participation  certificates.  » 

“Under  that  tax  bill,  that  10  percent  surcharge  that  expires  in  1969  or  when 
the  Vietnam  problem  is  over  with,  plus  the  extension  of  the  excises  due  to  expire 
next  April — and  they  will  give  you  the  details — that  will  raise  $7.4  billion,  so 
that  will  give  us  $10.4  billion  if  we  get  everything  that  we  are  asking  for,  * * * 
“Take  the  $10.4  billion  from  your  $29  billion.  That  gives  you  an  $18.6  billion. 
Then  we  only  have  three  appropriation  bills.  We  expect  to  get  another  10  or  12, 
probably  12  more.  We  will  take  each  one  of  those  15  and  see  what  we  can  cut. 
out  of  there.  * * * 

“Whatever  we  can  squeeze  out  will  be  deducted  from  the  $18  billion.  It  could 
be  as  much  as  $4  billion.  The  deficit  will  likely  be  somewhere  in  the  area  of  $14 
billion  to  $18  billion,  depending  on  the  appi’opriations.  * * »” 

The  need  for  combining  expenditure  reduction  with  a tax  increase  in  order 
to  deal  adequately  with  the  budget  deficit  was  stressed  in  numerous  statements 
by  the  President  and  on  August  14  before  this  committee  by  me  and  the  Director 
of  the  Budget. 
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Testimony  was  taken  from  representatives  of  a number  of  interested  business, 
financial,  and  labor  organizations,  and  leading  academic  economists  and  experi- 
enced leaders  in  the  field  of  business  and  finance.  A tax  increase  was  opposed  by 
only  one  economist,;  a couple  of  businessmen  and  only  one  business  organization. 
The  others  strongly  urged  the  enactment  of  a meaningful  tax  increase.  Many  of 
the  proponents  of  a tax  increase  urged  that  it  be  combined  with  expenditure 
reduction  and  control. 

Since  the  hearings  concluded,  the  one  business  organization  that  presented  tes- 
timony in  opposition  to  a tax  increase,  the  U.S.  Chamber  of  Commerce,  has 
reversed  its  position  and  announced  publicly  as  of  November  2:  “Following  a 
commitment  by  the  Administration  to  a program  of  expenditure  reduction,  the 
Chamber  will  support  an  across-the-board  temporary  tax  increase.” 

In  the  executive  sessions  of  the  committee,  following  the  conclusion  of  the 
public  hearings,  I expressed  the  hope  that  we  could  find  some  procedure  for 
dealing  in  a combined  fashion  with  the  two  aspects  of  the  proposed  fiscal  pro- 
gram because  I thought  it  was  primarily  a procedural  problem.  The  task  con- 
fronting us  was  how,  in  terms  of  specific  commitments,  pledges,  provisions, 
statements  or  procedures,  we  could  achieve  the  common  result  most  of  us  wished 
of  combining  expenditure  reduction  and  control  with  a tax  increase. 

It  was  against  this  background  that  I stressed  publicly  in  my  remarks  at  the 
National  Press  Club  on  September  21  that  there  were  “various  provisions  in  the 
law  or  statements  in  the  House  Committee  Report  that  could  be  devised  to  pro- 
tect the  position  of  the  House  in  any  final  insistence  its  members  may  require  on 
expenditure  policy  as  a prerequisite  to  voting  a tax  increase.” 

In  accordance  with  that  view  I prepared  four  procedural  plans  and  obtained 
the  President’s  approval  to  present  to  the  Committee  as  suggested  ways  in  which 
to  accomplish  the  desired  linkage  between  expenditure  reduction  and  the  tax 
increase.  I had  these  plans  ready  to  present  to  the  Committee  when  it  decided 
instead  to  put  aside  the  tax  proposal  on  October  3. 

With  the  now  detailed  impact  of  congressional  appropriation  action,  the  anal- 
ysis of  the  appropriations  picture  that  emerges  from  this  action,  and  the  ad- 
ministrative review  by  Departments  and  agencies  conducted  at  the  President’s 
instructions  referred  to  in  his  August  3 message,  we  have  been  able  to  develop 
a plan  which  we  feel  is  specific,  feasible,  and  should  be  acceptable. 

THE  PLAN 

The  plan  for  implementing  significant  expenditure  reductions  and  obtaining 
more  effective  expenditure  control  as  a corollary  to  the  tax  increase  proposal  is 
specific.  It  is  a statutory  plan.  Its  details  are  contained  in  the  proposed  bill 
which  I am  submitting  with  this  statement.  That  bill  has  two  parts : 

Title  I contains  the  proposal  for  a tax  increase. — It  conforms  to  the  proposals 
submitted  to  you  on  August  15  in  the  draft  bill  you  requested.  It  includes  the 
10-percent  surcharge,  effective  July  1,  1967,  for  corporations  and  October  1, 
1967,  for  individuals ; an  acceleration  of  the  time  for  payment  of  corporate  esti- 
mated taxes;  and  postponement  of  the  rate  reductions  in  the  excise  taxes  on 
automobiles  and  telephone  service  scheduled  for  April  1, 1968. 

In  the  case  of  individuals,  the  surcharge  for  1967  will  amount  to  only  2% 
percent  of  their  1967  tax.  Since  it  will  not  be  feasible  to  collect  any  of  this  in- 
creased 1967  liability  through  withholding,  its  effect  will  be  through  the  final 
payments  made  in  1968  on  account  of  1967  tax  liabilities.  We  estimate  that  for 
about  two-thirds  of  individual  taxpayers  subject  to  the  surcharge,  it  will  be 
reflected  through  reduced  refunds  in  1966  rather  than  by  any  requirement  for 
additional  payments. 

In  the  case  of  corporations,  the  bill  includes  a provision  which  will  insure 
that  every  corporation  will  have  at  least  the  normal  2%  months  after  the  sur- 
charge is  enacted  in  which  to  file  their  1967  tax  return  and  pay  their  surcharge 
for  1967.  This  is  essentially  the  same  procedure  that  was  followed  with  re- 
spect to  the  1951  tax  increase,  which  was  enacted  approximately  7 months  after 
its  effective  date. 

Title  II  represents  a specific,  statutory  plan  for  expenditure  reduetion  for 
fiscal  year  1S68. — It  involves  a specific  formula  which  would  be  applicable  to 
each  Department  and  agency  of  the  Government.  It  involves  reductions  in  both 
nondefense  expenditures  and  in  non-Vietnam  defense  expenditures.  It  involves 
reductions  in  both  payroll  expenses  and  in  nonpayroU  expenses.  It  not  only  incor- 
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porates  the  reductions  which  have  already  been  achieved  through  the  appropria- 
tion bills.  It  goes  beyond  those  reductions. 

The  plan  calls  for  a reduction  in  total  obligational  authority  for  the  fiscal  year 
1968  for  each  civilian  Department  or  agency  of  at  least  the  following  combined 
sum : 

— A 2-percent  reduction  in  the  January  budget  estimated  for  personnel  com- 
pensation and  benefits,  plus 

— a 10-percent  reduction  in  such  estimate  for  controllable  programs  other  than 
personnel  compensation  and  benefits. 

These  percentage  reductions  in  obligational  authority  do  not  extend  to  those 
items  described  in  the  Budget  as  uncontrollable. 

For  the  Defense  Department,  the  reduction  is  10  percent  of  the  new  obliga- 
tional authority  requested  in  the  January  Budget,  excluding  special  Vietnam 
costs. 

I have  said  that  the  reductions  for  each  Department  and  agency  shall  be  at 
least  the  above  amounts.  If  for  any  Department  or  agency  Congress  in  the  ap- 
propriation bills  has  reduced  the  obligational  authority  below  the  reduction 
that  would  be  achieved  through  the  formula,  then  the  lower  appropriation  for 
the  Department  shall  prevail. 

The  application  of  this  plan  will  apply  to  the  total  controllable  obligations 
of  each  Department  and  Agency.  Each  Department  and  Agency  will  therefore  be 
required  to  examine  its  individual  programs  and  activities  and  to  apply  these 
reductions  to  the  lowest  priority  items. 

Fiscal  impact  of  the  plan 

The  Congress  has  to  date  reduced  'the  obligational  authority  requested  by  the 
president  in  January  by  i-oughly  .$4.5  billion.  Applying  the  2-  to  10-percent  for- 
mula in  combination  with  this  congressional  action  will  result  in  a total  combined 
reduction  of  obligational  authority  of  over  $9  billion  for  various  programs  in 
the  January  budget.  This  reduction  in  obligational  authority  will  produce  an 
expenditure  reduction  in  fiscal  year  1968  of  over  $4  billion.  The  $4  billion  ex- 
penditure reduction  will  be  almost  equally  divided  between  defense  and  non- 
defense expenditures. 

Let  me  sum  up  how  this  plan,  and  the  bill,  will  affect  the  fiscal  1968  deficit. 
The  tax  proposals  will  Increase  fiscal  1968  revenues  by  $7.4  billion.  The  expen- 
diture reduction  plan  will  cut  fiscal  1968  expenditures  $4  billion.  The  com- 
bined total  reduction  of  the  deficit  is  thus  $11%  billion. 

We  said  on  August  14  that  the  fiscal  year  1968  deficit  under  certain  contingen- 
cies could  amount  to  about  $29  billion  and  that  we  were  desirous  of  reducing  that 
presumptive  deficit  to  a range  of  $14  billion  to  $18  billion.  Since  then  we  have 
successfully  averted  two  of  these  contingencies,  the  likelihood  of  a $1  billion 
higher  payroll  increase  and  a $2  billion  reduction  in  authority  for  sales  of 
participation  certificates. 

Other  changes  in  expenditure  estimates  have  also  occurred  since  our  August 
testimony,  which  Director  Schultze  will  explain.  But  taken  all  together,  passage 
of  the  proposals  'before  you  should  keep  the  deficit  close  to  the  lower  end  of  the 
$14  billion-$18  billion  range  which  was  our  target  in  August. 

The  allocation  of  national  resources  bo  Federal  programs  has  always  involved 
a cooperative  effort  between  the  Congress  and  the  President — the  President  pro- 
poses and  the  Congress  disposes.  The  President  is  most  anxious  to  cooperate  with 
the  Congress  in  developing  a meaningful  statutory  package  of  fiscal  restraint. 
The  plan  that  we  have  before  you  today  Is  our  best  answer  to  resolving  the  proced- 
ural dilemma  that  has  confronted  all  of  us  since  August  14. 

Director  Schultze  will  further  describe  the  operations  of  this  plan. 

A TASK  FORCE  TO  STUDY  FEDERAL  AGENCIES 

In  addition,  the  President  is  prepared  to  establish  a special  bipartisan  Task 
Force  of  outstanding  Americans  to  take  a look  at  long  range  Federal  program 
priorities.  The  Task  Force  would  examine : 

(1)  The  effectiveness  of  each  such  program  or  activity  in  the  context  of  its 
present  and  projected  costs ; 

(2)  Whether  and  at  what  level  the  program  or  activity  should  be  continued; 
and 

(3)  The  relative  priority  it  should  be  assigned  in  the  allocation  of  Federal 
funds. 
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ACTION  ON  THE  PLAN  ' 

Of  course,  the  procedure  by  which  this  committee  and  the  other  committees 
concerned — the  House  Appropriations  Committee  and  the  House  Rules  Com- 
mittee— move  this  legislation  to  the  floor,  is  not  for  me  to  suggest.  That  is  a 
matter  for  the  leadership  of  these  committees  and  the  House  to  determine. 

However,  the  precedent  comes  to  mind  of  the  handling  of  the  highway  legisla- 
tion which  is  of  joint  concern  to  the  House  Public  Works  Committee  and  the 
House  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

Whatever  procedure  is  chosen,  I ask  only  that  Congress  act  promptly.  For  the 
time  for  action  is  now. 

Undoubtedly  each  committee  may  find  it  desirable  bo  make  changes  in  the 
title  of  the  proposed  law  which  is  in  its  particular  jurisdiction.  The  Admini- 
stration will  be  flexible  in  its  reactions  to  any  changes  provided  they  do  not 
thwart  the  primary  objective— the  enactment  of  a law  prescribing  a combined 
package  of  expenditure  reduction  and  control  and  a timely  and  meaningful  tax 
increase  that  will  reduce  the  budget  deficit  for  fiscal  1968  to  manageable 
proportions. 

For  example.  Title  II  is  our  recommendation  on  expenditure  reduction  and  con- 
trol. It  is  based  on  all  of  the  discussions  the  President,  the  Director  of  the  Budget 
and  I have  had  with  the  leadership  of  both  Houses,  members  of  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  and  other  informed  persons.  It  represents  pur  best  judgment  of 
what  is  appropriate  under  all  the  circumstances. 

If  there  are  those  who  can  persuade  the  House  Appropriations  Committee  or 
the  Senate  or  the  Congress  bo  accept  a larger  measure  of  reduced  expenditures 
by  changing  the  percentage  figures  in  Title  II  of  the  proposed  bill,  let  them  pro- 
ceed. If  a law  providing  deeper  cuts  should  be  passed  by  the  Congress,  I can 
assure  you  that  the  President  will  give  it  the  most  sympathetic  consideration. 

The  Director  of  the  Budget  and  I will  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  other  com- 
mittees ready  to  make  a presentation,  answer  questions,  or  supply  information 
on  these  proposals.  We  will  try  to  cooperate  in  every  way.  And  I am  sure  that 
Chairman  Martin  will  be  available. 

CONCLUSION 

Vii’tually  every  responsible  businessman  and  economist,  every  fiscal  advisor 
to  the  President,  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  have  again 
and  again  stressed  the  urgent  need  for  a tax  increase  coupled  with  a program 
of  expenditure  reduction. 

The  President’s  proposal  has  been  before  this  Committee  since  early  August 
And  today,  in  the  Administration’s  recommendation,  we  have  tried  to  go  one 
step  further  in  response  to  your  request.  Now,  a specific  foi-mula  for  expenditure 
control  is  written  into  the  same  law  providing  for  increased  taxes. 

That  tax  increase,  I might  add,  is  modest  by  every  standard.  It  averages  about 
one  penny  on  the  dollar  for  individuals.  And  millions  of  Americans  in  the  lower 
brackets  will  not  be  affected  by  the  surcharge  at  all. 

With  the  overriding  necessity  to  support  our  fighting  men  in  Vietnam,  to  keep 
our  economy  prosperous  and  our  dollar  sound,  we  seek  only  what  the  situation 
urgently  requires. 

We  seek  only  to  ask  the  American  taxpayer  to  return  temporarily  to  his  Gov- 
ernment less  than  half  of  the  $24  billion  in  tax  cuts  which  the  President  recom- 
mended and  the  Congress  approved  over  the  past  4 years. 

'That,  I believe,  is  a small  price  to  pay  and  a ^small  burden  to  bear  to  help 
keep  our  Nation  on  a sound  fiscal  course  and  to  provide  responsible  financing 
for  the  arms  and  equipment  American  soldiers  in  Vietnam  must  have  for  their 
missions  and  to  protect  their  lives. 

A higher  tax  is  unpleasant.  Reducing  or  postponing  less  essential  expenditures 
in  an  already  tight  budget  is  unpleasant.  But  far  worse  are  the  drastic  conse- 
quences to  every  American  which  -will  flow  from  inaction  and  delay — ^^the  higher, 
cruder,  and  unrepealable  tax  of  Inflation,  weakened  confidence  in  the  dollar, 
brutally  high  interest  rates,  and  the  risk  of  a return  to  the  old  cycle  of  boom  and 
bust 

Time  does  not  stand  still.  We  dare  not  lose  the  opportunity — and  the  obliga- 
tion— to  join  together  in  responsible  fiscal  action.  That  is  what  I have  proposed 
here  today. 

The  eyes  of  the  world  are  on  this  Congress.  There  is  much  at  stake.  Now  the 
issue  is  squarely  up  to  you. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  STATEMENT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OP  TPIE  TREAS- 
URY BEFORE  THE  HOUSE  WAYS  AND  MEANS  COMMITTEE, 
NOVEMBER  29, 1967 

The  'purpose  of  this  supplementary  statement  is  to  review  events  relating  to  the 
general  economy,  our  money  and  credit  markets,  and  our  balance  of  payments, 
as  they  have  developed  since  August  14  when  Chairman  Ackley,  Director  Schultz, 
and  I appeared  bef  ore  this  Committee. 

At  that  time  hard  facts  and  a careful  appraisal  of  the  outlook  were  presented 
to  you,  and  they  strongly  supported  the  conclusion  that  enactment  of  the  fiscal 
program  recommended  by  the  President  was  urgently  needed.  Since  that  time 
events  have  only  served  to  reinforce  the  necessity  for  such  immediate  fiscal  ac- 
tion. 

The  general  economy 

'First  as  to  the  general  economy,  in  his  testimony  to  this  commi'ttee  on  August 
14,  Chairman  Ackley  presented  a careful  appraisal  of  the  outlook  which  led  to 
“the  verdict  of  a buoyant  economy  in  which  the  pursuit  of  a highly  stimulative 
fiscal  policy  would  be  inappropriate — indeed,  perilous.”  He  went  on  : “I  have  far 
more  confidence  in  this  overall  judgment  than  in  any  quantification  I can  offer 
of  j'ust  how  fast  the  economy  is  likely  to  advance  and  just  where  the  gains  will 
take  'Place.” 

At  the  same  time.  Chairman  Ackley  outlined  in  some  detail  the  Council’s  nu- 
merical projections  for  the  period  from  the  second  to  the  fourth  quarter  of  1967, 
assuming  “no  major  disruptions  from  strikes  or  developments  abroad”  and  no 
congressional  action  on  taxes  within  1967.  After  surveying  the  various  compo- 
nents of  national  expenditures.  Chairman  Ackley  concluded,  “Even  at  the  lower 
end  of  this  range,  the  increase  in  6NP  [from  the  second  to  the  fourth  quarter] 
would  be  $29  billion.  At  the  upper  end,  the  $3'5  billion  advance  would  nearly 
match  the  hectic  pace  of  gain  between  the  third  quarter  of  1965  and  the  first 
quarter  of  1966.  If  unchecked,  the  pace  of  advance  would  accelerate  in  the  first 
half  of  1968  *»  *” 

Developments  in  the  past  3 months  have  validated  Mr.  Ackley’s  appraisal. 
Even  though  strikes  have  had  a major  impact  in  holding  economic  activity  down, 
the  increase  in  CNP  from  the  second  to  the  fourth  quarters  should  still  lie  with- 
in the  range  of  $29  billion  to  $35  billion  that  Mr.  Ackley  specified.  In  the  ab- 
sence of  major  strike  activity,  the  rate  of  advance  might  well  be  exceeding. -the 
upper  end  of  the  range. 

In  light  of  the  strong  $16  billion  advance  registered  in  the  third  quarter 
and  the  available  evidence  on  the  performance  of  the  economy  so  far  in  the 
fourth  quarter,  'the  pattern  as  well  as  the  total  magnitude  of  the  gain  is 
matching  closely  with  Mr.  Ackley’s  earlier  assessment.  In  several  areas,  the 
projections  of  mid- August  remain  realistic  estimates  today:  this  is  the  case  for 
the  $4%  billion  increase  in  spending  by  State  and  local  governments  that.'Mr. 
Ackley  projected,  the  range  of  $3  billion  to  $6  billion  for  the  rise  in  Federal 
Government  outlays,  and  the  $1  billion  'prospective  increase  in  plant  and  equip- 
ment spending.  Needless  to  say,  however,  some  revisions  are  in  order.  The 
gratifying  rebound  in  homebuilding  has  exceeded  expectations  and  now  seems 
headed  toward  a rise  of  about  $4%  billion  over  the  two-quarter  interval  rather 
than  the  $3%  'billion  that  was  projected  in  August.  And  the  earlier  assessment 
that  inventory  investment  wouid  recover  by  $1  billion  to  $2  billion  may  aiso 
turn  out  to  be  conservative,  even  with  auto  stocks  depressed  by  strikes. 

On  the  other  hand,  consumer  spending  has  risen  somewhat  less  rapidly  than 
expected.  It  will  most  likely  fall  short  of  the  $16  billion  to  $18  biliion  range 
that  Mr.  Ackley  outlined — in  large  part,  but  riot  entirely,  because  of  the  strike- 
induced  shortfall  in  auto  sales.  Consumer  spending  is  the  one  spot  that  has 
not  firmed  up  markedly  in  recent  months.  If  it  had,  we  would  already  be  riding 
a runaway  economy.  As  it  is,  the  smaller  advances  in  the  consumer  area  have 
merely  kept  the  overall  pace  within  safe  speed  limits.  While  nobody  can  predict 
the  consumer’s  mood  with  any  confidence,  it  would  be  most  precarious  to  bet 
that  the  saving  rate  will  rise  further  in  the  months  ahead. 

The  other  major  recent  development  which  deserves  some  comment  is  the 
rise  in  the  unemployment  rate  during  September  and  October  to  a level  of  4.3 
percent  of  the  civilian  labor  force.  This  movement  is  clearly  associated  with  the 
phenomenal  labor  force  growth  of  recent  months  rather  than  with  any  notable 
surprises  in  the  course  of  employment.  The  behavior  of  the  labor  force  has  been 
puzzling  through  1967.  In  the  early  months  of  the  year,  when  employment  was 
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stagnant  and  there  was  marked  softening  in  key  labor  market  indicators  (like 
insured  unemployment,  factory  layoffs,  and  help-wanted  advertising),  the  labor 
force  did  not  grow  and  hence  the  overall  unemployment  rate  held  steady.  More 
recently,  employment  has  been  performing  well  and  the  other  indicators  have 
strengthened  consistently,  but  the  labor  force  has  spurted.  From  May  to  October, 
the  seasonally  adjusted  labor  force  grew  by  an  enormous  1.8  million,  largely 
concentrated  among  adult  females  and  younger  workers.  Since  the  growth  of 
employment  could  not  keep  pace,  the  overall  unemployment  rate  rose,  reflecting 
marked  increases  among  women  and  teenagers.  The  spurt  in  the  labor  force 
does  not  have  significant  implications  for  demand — output,  employment,  or  spend- 
ing. It  does  teU  us  something  a.bout  supply,  namely  that  we  have  some  extra 
margin  in  the  availability  of  female  and  teenage  workers.  But  since  there  is 
virtually  no  margin  of  slack  in  the  availability  of  adult  male  workers,  we  are 
highly  vulnerable  to  inflationary  pressures  in  the  labor  market. 

The  general  assessment  of  economic  developments  in  recent  months  has  been 
immensely  complicated  by  widespread  strike  activity.  Strikes  have  dominated 
the  performance  of  our  key  measures  of  manufacturing  activity — ^industrial 
production,  orders,  and  shipments.  It  is  impossible  precisely  to  disentangle  strike 
impacts  and  trace  their  ramifications  forward  to  retail  sales  and  backward  to 
supplier  industries.  A few  facts  and  estimates  are  nevertheless  worth  noting. 
In  both  September  and  October,  major  strikes  directly  held  about  300,000 
workers  off  their  jobs — far  exceeding  any  monthly  figures  in  3 years.  Trade 
publications  in  the  auto  industry  estimate  that  strike  activity  so  far  has  cut 
back  output  by  362,000  cars  in  the  current  quarter.  This  means  a dent  of  more 
than  $4  billion  (annual  rate)  in  this  quarter’s  6NP,  following  a $2  billion  loss 
in  the  third  quarter.  The  continued  rise  of  overall  backlogs  In  durable  goods 
manufacturing  in  September  and  October  also  points  to  the  dominance  of 
strikes  in  curbing  both  orders  and  shipments. 

If  there  are  no  further  strikes  in  the  automobile  industry,  a considerable 
catch-up  of  output  vvill  be  forthcoming  early  in  1968.  The  swing  reflecting 
the  strike  and  its  aftermath  could  easily  exceed  $6  billion  (annual  rate)  from 
fourth  to  first  quarter.  An  appraisal  of  the  near-term  outlook  must  also  recog- 
nize the  likelihood  that  production  and  accumulation  of  steel  will  soon  begin 
to  be  influenced  by  the  anticipation  of  next  summer’s  labor  negotiations  in  that 
industry.  One  might  hope  that  any  enormous  rises  in  sales  and  output  in  the 
opening  months  of  1968  would  lie  properly  interpreted  and  discounted  by  the 
business  and  financial  community  as  reflecting  strike  make-ups  and  anticipa- 
tions. But  most  likely  that  will  not  be  the  case.  Just  as  the  recent  strikes  have 
temporarily  calmed  down  the  boomy  atmosphere  that  was  beginning  to  emerge 
late  this  summer,  so  the  aftermath  could  contribute  to  a dangerously  infla- 
tionary fervor  early  in  1968.  If  the  strikes  have  given  us  a little  more  time  on 
the  economic  front,  they  have  also  made  it  more  urgent  than  ever  that  fiscal 
policy  should  be  moderating  the  pace  of  advance  right  at  the  beginning  of  1968. 

This  is  the  season  when  economists  throughout  the  land  are  sizing  up  the 
economic  outlook  for  the  year  ahead.  Among  private  forecasters,  a consensus 
view  is  shaping  up ; it  places  the  GNP  for  1968  at  $840  billion  or  a little  higher, 
assuming  a tax  increase.  It  seems  significant,  in  itself,  that  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  private  forecasters  are  assuming  the  prompt  enactment  of  a sur- 
charge on  income  taxes  for  1968.  They  generally  regard  fiscal  restraint  as  essen- 
tial to  the  health  of  our  economic  and  financial  system  and  have  confidence  that 
this  need  will  be  met  through  our  democratic  process. 

With  a tax  increase,  the  standard  forecast  calls  for  a rise  in  GNP  of  a little 
more  than  $55  billion  in  1968.  Of  this  gain  of  7 percent  or  more,  about  3 percent 
is  typically  expected  to  represent  price  increase  and  the  remaining  3V2  percent  to 
4%  percent  a gain  in  real  output.  The  unemployment  rate  is  usually  projected  at 
between  3%  percent  to  4 percent. 

All-in-all,  this  standard  private  forecast — assuming  a tax  increase — represents 
a fairly  reassuring  picture.  Our  real  output  would  grow  in  pace  with  capacity. 
To  be  sure,  prices  would  be  increasing  considerably  faster  than  we  like,  but  pri- 
marily because  of  pressures  on  costs  that  were  initially  generated  during  late 
1965  and  1966,  and  not  because  of  new  demand  pressures  straining  our  capacity. 
If  these  same  forecasters  were  obliged  to  reassess  the  economic  outlook  assuming 
no  tax  increase,  they  would  see  potentially  serious  trouble  with  respect  to  prices, 
interest  rates,  credit  availability,  our  international  trade  position,  and  the  health 
of  our  homebuilding  industry. 

There  are  good  reasons  to  be  skeptical  about  economic  forecasts,  but  there  is 
simply  no  way  to  avoid  or  ignore  them.  The  decisions  of  this  committee  are  bound 
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to  affect  the  economy  in  1968.  Failure  to  enact  the  surcharge  would  be  a de- 
cision to  maintain  a highly  stimulative  fiscal  policy  with  a large  deficit  at  full- 
employment.  This  would  be  appropriate  only  if  private  demand  could  be  counted 
on  to  be  especially  weak  next  year — if  the  recent  private  surveys  pointing  to 
rising  business  investment  are  all  too  high,  if  housing  demand  were  about  to 
level  off  abruptly,  if  the  consumer  saving  rate  were  going  to  rise  to  unprecedented 
heights.  No  expert  in  the  world  can  give  Congress  a guarantee  that  any— or  all 
— of  these  things  will  not  happen.  But  no  prudent  man  would  wish  to  gamble  that 
they  will  take  place. 

Mr.  Ackley  concluded  in  August : “There  is  nothing  to  suggest  that  a powerful 
stimulus  is  called  for  in  order  to  support  healthy  economic  growth.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  maintenance  of  such  stimulus  is  most  likely  to  undermine  our  pros- 
pects for  prosperity.”  That  judgment  is  every  bit  as  valid  today  as  it  was  then, 
and  it  is  shared  by  the  overwhelming  majority  of  informed  opinion  throughout 
the  land. 

Money  and  credit 

Turning  to  the  money  and  credit  markets,  on  August  14  we  stated  our  expecta- 
tions of  an  undesirable  rise  in  interest  rates  and  an  unhealthy  condition  in 
those  markets  if  a tax  increase  were  not  forthcoming.  The  facts  since  August 
14  are : 

— Interest  rates  declined  briefly  on  the  announcement  of  the  President’s  tax 
proposals,  but  it  was  only  a short-lived  decline  because  the  market  soon  con- 
cluded that  the  tax  proposals  would  encounter  delays;  in  the  meantime,  the 
market  appraised  quite  soberly  the  mounting  evidence  of  excessive  credit  de- 
mands that  would  emerge  in  the  absence  of  prompt  and  effective  action  on  taxes 
and  expenditures. 

— Thus  interest  rates  moved  higher,  across-the-board,  from  early  August  on- 
ward. A particularly  steep  rise  occurred  in  rates  on  Treasury  securities  during 
October,  following  the  temporary  shelving  of  active  consideration  of  the  tax 
proposals  by  this  Committee. 

Since  early  August  the  rate  on  3-month  Treasury  bills  has  risen  by  three- 
fourths  of  one  percent.  Long-term  Treasury  bonds  are  up  more  than  % percent. 
Yields  on  new  high-grade  corporate  issues  are  up  more  than  % of  1 percent. 
Yields  on  State  and  local  government  issues  are  up  nearly  % percent. 

These  Increases  have  proceeded  from  a level  of  interest  rates  that  was  already 
high — generally  approaching  the  40-year  highs  that  had  been  reached  in  August 
and  September  of  1966.  By  now,  because  of  the  further  increases  the  high  points 
of  1966  have  been  reached  and  surpassed,  except  in  the  relatively  short-term 
maturities.  For  example,  in  the  case  of  high-grade  corporate  bonds,  the  latest 
rate  level  of  6.99  percent  compares  with  the  high  of  6.35  percent  in  August- 
September  1966.  » 

These  increases  in  interest  rates,  moreover,  have  taken  place  despite  con- 
tinued growth  in  the  money  supply  and  bank  credit.  The  money  supply  has  risen 
at  an  annual  rate  of  6.8  percent  thus  far  in  1967  in  contrast  to  increases  of  2.2 
percent  in  all  of  1966  and  4.7  percent  in  1965.  Bank  credit  has  grown  at  an 
annual  rate  of  12.5  percent  for  the  firs:t  10  months  in  1967  compared  with 
increases  of  5.7  percent  in  1966  and  10.2  percent  in  1965. 

Rather  than  a stringency  on  supply,  recent  interest  rate  increased  reflect 
very  strong  demands  for  credit  from  virtually  every  sector  of  the  economy.  An 
over-hanging  fear  of  excessive  Federal  Gc«'ernmen.t  borrowing  is  a key  factor. 

Last  year  corporations  borrowed  a record  $17.6  billion  in  the  capital  markets. 
This  year,  in  just  the  first  10  months,  they  have  already  borrowed  $20.3  billion. 
The  10-month  period  is  running  about  35  percent  ahead  of  the  comparable  months 
of  1966. 

In  my  presentation  to  this  committee  last  August,  I cited  a similar  comparison 
but  at  that  time  the  margin  of  increase  of  corporate  borrowing  over  a year  ago — 
applying  then  to  the  first  7 months  of  the  year — ^was  23  percent  rather  than  35 
percent.  That  is  one  measure  of  the  current  pressures  on  the  capital  markets. 

There  is  a similar  story  to  tell  for  State  and  local  governments.  Last  year  these 
governmental  units  borrowed  $11.3  billion  in  the  capital  markets — a record 
amount  up  to  that  time.  That  figure  has  already  been  surpassed  in  just  the 
first  10  months  of  this  year,  with  borrowing  of  $11.9  billion.  This  is  27  percent 
ahead  of  the  amount  borrowed  in  the  first  10  months  of  1966.  It  maintains  about 
the  same  margin  of  increase  that  I referred  to  in  my  statement  to  this  com- 
mittee on  August  14. 
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The  major  change  from  a year  ago,  however,  is  in  the  area  of  Federal  Govern- 
ment borrowing.  Let  me  shift  here  to  talk  about  fiscal  years  rather  than  calendar 
years  because  this  points  up  the  contrast  more  distinctly.  In  the  fiscal  year  that 
ended  last  June  30,  the  Federal  Government  had  an  administrative  budget 
deficit  of  $9.9  billion.  In  addition  to  financing  that  deficit  there  w'ere  net  borrow- 
ings by  Federal  agencies  and  sales  of  participation  certificates  in  federally  owned 
financial  assets,  which  also  exerted  demand  on  the  credit  markets.  On  the 
other  side  substantial  financing  was  provided  through  net  purchases  of  securities 
by  Government  investment  accounts,  purchases  by  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
and  a reduction  over  the  year  in  the  Treasury’s  cash  balance.  After  netting  out 
all  of  these  factors,  the  Federal  sector  did  not  make  a net  demand  on  the  private 
credit  markets  but  rather  repaid  about  $6  billion  to  these  markets. 

In  the  current  fiscal  year  the  Federal  sector  will  instead  be  making  a signifi- 
cant net  demand  on  the  private  credit  markets.  It  will  be  a substantial  demand 
even  with  the  benefit  of  the  proposed  tax  surcharge  and  tight  restraints  on 
expenditures.  Without  these  fiscal  constraints,  it  will  be  a clearly  excessive 
demand — far  more  than  the  credit  markets  would  be  able  to  handle  without 
drastic  cuts  in  the  availability  of  funds  to  meet  private  credit  demands,  which 
are  also  substantial. 

The  rough  orders  of  magnitude  run  something  like  this : given  the  President’s 
program  of  fiscal  restraint,  applying  to  both  the  tax  and  expenditure  sides,  the 
Federal  sector’s  net  credit  demands  on  the  private  markets  in  this  fiscal  year 
might  be  held  to  the  neighborhood  of  $12  billion  or  $13  billion.  Without  the  tax 
rise  and  spending  restraints,  the  net  Federal  credit  demand  could  soar  above 
$22  billion. 

In  the  current  half  year  period,  which  covers  the  portion  of  the  year  when 
credit  demands  are  seasonally  heavy,  the  Federal  sector’s  net  credit  demands  on 
the  private  market  are  working  out  to  about  $16  billion.  That  compares  with 
net  credit  demands  of  roughly  $5  billion  each  in  the  July-December  periods  of 
1964, 1965,  and  1966. 

A key  question,  however,  is  what  the  Federal  sector’s  net  demands  will  be 
in  the  January-June  1968  period,  and  beyond.  With  a program  of  rigorous  fiscal 
restraint  it  will  be  possible  to  make  some  seasonal  repayments  to  the  market 
during  the  January-June  period  in  1968.  It  will  not  be  as  large  as  was  the  $11 
billion  repayment  in  January-June  1967,  but  it  could  fall  somewhere  between 
the  $1.9  billion  repayment  of  January-June  1966  and  the  $4.7  billion  repayment 
of  January-June  1965. 

Without  the  proposed  tax  measures,  however,  and  with  only  modest  success 
in  restraining  the  level  of  Federal  expenditures,  it  would  be  necessary  to  press 
an  additional  credit  demand  of  at  least  $6  billion  on  the  markets  at  a time 
when  seasonal  repayment  is  the  normal  course  of  events.  A $6  billion  net  demand 
would  contrast  very  sharply  indeed  with  the  $11  billion  net  repayment  achieved 
in  the  January-June  period  of  1967 — an  adverse  swing  of  some  $17  billion. 

This  may  not  sound  like  a very  large  number  against  the  background  of  an 
approximately  $800  billion  annual  rate  of  GNF.  The  relevant  comparison,  how- 
ever, is  not  with  GNP  but  with  the  annual  flow  of  credit  through  our  credit 
markets  which  has  run  roughly  in  the  neighborhood  of  $70  billion  a year.  In  that 
context,  a swing  of  $17  billion  within  a half-year  period — ^^would  constitute  an 
extraordinary  overload  that  could  not  be  met  out  of  anticipated  levels  of  savings 
or  new  credit  formation. 

In  the  process  of  meeting  excessive  Federal  Government  demands,  many  private 
credit  needs  would  go  unmet.  Home  buyers,  small  businessmen  and  farmers  would 
feel  a particularly  tight  pinch. 

Nor  would  it  be  any  better  a solution  if  one  attempted  to  let  all  the  credit 
demands  be  met  through  pumping  in  unlimited  additions  to  money  supply.  That 
might  produce  some  temporary  euphoria  but  also  some  very  serious  problems 
of  inflation  and  economic  distortion  that  would  haunt  us  for  many  years  to  come. 

Balance  of  pajunents  and  the  dollar’s  world  position 

Turning  to  the  international  aspects.  I said  in  August  that  tax  and  expenditure 
actions  are  vitally  important  to  the  protection  of  our  balance-of-payments  posi- 
tion and  to  the  maintenance  of  confidence  in  the  dollars.  This  statement  bears 
even  greater  emphasis  now.  The  devaluation  of  sterling — considering  its  psy- 
chological effect  of  focusing  the  eyes  of  the  world  upon  us  as  Iceepers  of  the 
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world’s  major  currency,  and  also  its  expected  economic  effects  on  world  trade 
and  our  balance-of-payments  accounts — ^makes  responsible  fiscal  action  in  the 
United  States  doubly  imperative. 

All  of  our  efforts  to  improve  our  balance-of-payments  position  may  be  for 
naught. 

— Unless  we  maintain  relative  price  stability  and  cost  competitiveness  in  the 
U.S.  economy ; 

— Unless  we  resist  and  avert  the  threat  of  excessive  demand  which  could 
damage  our  trade  balance; 

— Unless  we  play  a responsible  role  by  assuring  the  healthy  state  of  our  captial 
markets  so  important  to  the  balanced  workings  of  the  international  monetary 
system. 

Statistical  evidence  of  action  or  inaction  by  this  session  of  Congress  will  be 
read  in  annals  yet  to  be  published.  These  indicators  will  reflect  in  the  months  and 
years  ahead  whether  the  foreign  holder  of  dollars  today  is  convinced  about  our 
capacity  to  manage  our  economy  effectively  and  responsibly.  Investors  tradition- 
ally have  been  as  impressed  by  imponderables  as  they  have  been  by  facts.  They 
have  seized  upon  our  handling  of  the  surcharge  and  the  accompanying  expendi- 
ture restraints  as  the  measure  of  our  capacity  and  our  intention  to  act  responsibly. 

In  a very  real  sense,  the  size  of  our  gold  reserves  reflects  the  judgment  by 
those  abroad  who  now  hold  dollars  of  the  ability  of  the  United  States  to  exercise 
fiscal  and  budgetary  responsibility.  We  must  not  give  them  any  cause  for  doubt 
of  our  ability  or  our  resolve  to  act  in  a responsible  and  timely  manner. 

The  delay  in  acting  on  the  tax  increase,  with  the  resulting  rise  in  interest  rates 
here,  has  already  caused  many  foreign  central  banks  to  take  defensive  action. 
This  moves  us  away  from  what  we  were  achieving  through  the  Chequers  meeting 
last  January  in  England.  High  Interest  rates  in  the  United  States,  due  to  exces- 
sive borrowing  by  the  Government,  are  disturbing  influences  that  have 
implications  far  beyond  our  own  border. 

All  of  us  realize  that  the  international  trading  game  is  made  more  competitive 
by  the  British  devaluation.  Obviously  a part  of  whatever  total  improvement  the 
British  may  achieve  in  their  trade  balance  will  probably  be  reflected  in  a cor- 
respondingly adverse  impact  on  our  own  trade  surplus.  Most  likely  it  will  become 
apparent  in  our  reduced  exports  to  various  world  markets. 

This  points  up  the  fact  that  any  deterioration  in  our  competitive  position 
due  to  rising  costs  in  the  United  States,  or  due  to  abnormally  high  U.S.  imports 
because  of  excessive  demand  and  capacity  pressures  in  our  domestic  economy, 
could  have  the  effect  of  diverting  a substantially  larger  portion  of  the  impact 
of  the  British  action  towards  our  own  country  and  away  from  Europe.  With 
Europe  in  a surplus  position  as  to  balance  of  payments,  it  is  vital  that  such  a shift 
be  avoided. 

The  facts  and  trade  statistics  speak  for  themselves : 

— During  the  1961-64  period  of  substantial  but  clearly  sound  and  well-balanced 
domestic  growth,  and  with  high  rates  of  economic  advance  in  Europe,  our  trade 
surplus  increased  almost  $2  billion— from  $4.8  billion  in  1960  to  $6.7  billion  in 
1964. 

— During  the  following  2 years,  with  accelerating  domestic  demand  and  in- 
creasing pressure  on  our  productive  capacity,  and  slower  growth  rates  iu  Europe, 
the  trade  surplus  fell — back  to  $4.8  billion  in  1965  and  down  to  only  $3.7  billion 
last  year. 

— With  a slower  rate  of  growth  again  and  less  inflationary  and  capacity  pres- 
sure in  our  domestic  economy  so  far  this  year,  our  trade  surplus  has,  despite  the 
continued  slower  pace  of  business  activity  in  Europe,  shown  significant  improve- 
ment— ^from  a last-quarter  1966  low  of  $2.9  billion  (annual  rate)  to  an  annual 
rate  of  $4.4  billion  for  the  first  three  quarters  of  this  year. 

This  offers  no  cause  for  complacency : in  fact,  the  developments  of  the  months 
since  August  only  accentuate  the  need  for  tax  and  budgetary  action  now. 

In  summary,  then,  the  import  of  this  review  of  developments  since  August  14 
is  clear  : namely  whether  from  the  viewpoint  of  promoting  a balanced  and  healthy 
domestic  economy,  or  of  maintaining  stable  and  orderly  conditions  in  our  money 
and  credit  markets,  or  of  protecting  our  balance  of  payments  and  the  strength 
of  the  dollar  in  the  international  monetary  system — the  case  for  the  recommended 
program  of  fiscal  restraint  becomes  even  more  compelling  today  than  it  was 
last  August. 
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Exhibit  24. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler,  March  12,  1968,  before  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee,  on  H.R.  15414,  the  Tax  Adjustment  Act  of  1968 

The  bill  before  this  Committee  contains  two  parts  of  the  President’s  tax 
recommendations.  These  provisions,  incorporated  in  H.R.  15414,  would : 

— Extend  the  excise  taxes  on  automobiles  and  telephone  services  beyond  April  1 
of  this  year,  and 

— Carry  out  our  recommendations  for  accelerating  corporate  income  tax 
payments. 

The  Administration  is  still  strongly  in  favor  of  our  full  program  which  would 
include,  in  addition,  a temporary  10-percent  income  tax  surcharge. 

The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  took  action  on  a hill  limited  to  these  two 
aspects,  without  waiting  on  further  decisions, 

“In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  excise  tax  reductions,  in  the  absence  of  this  bill, 
would  occur  on  April  1,  and  the  fact  that  the  corporate  speed-up  to  be  effective 
this  year  must  occur  before  April  15,  * * *” 

The  Report  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  further  stated  that  this 
action  “is  not  intended  to  prejudice  possible  future  action  with  respect  to  other 
tax  recommendations  which  have  been  proposed  by  the  administration.” 

On  the  floor  of  the  House,  Chairman  Mills  stated : 

“Let  me  emphasize  to  the  Members  of  the  House  that,  in  repoi-ting  this  bill, 
the  committee  does  not  intend  to  foreclose  possible  future  action  on  the  adminis- 
tration’s surcharge  proposal.  The  question  remains  before  the  committee  and  no 
decision  has  as  yet  been  reached.” 

In  addition  to  the  excise  tax  and  corporate  acceleration  provisions  in  H.R. 
15414,  the  President’s  program  inciudes  a temporary  10  percent  surcharge  on  the 
income  tax  of  individuals  and  corporations. 

— On  individuals  the  10  percent  surcharge  would  be  effective  April  1, 1968,  and 
continue  through  June  30, 1969.  The  effective  rate  on  individuals  in  calendar  year 
1968  would  be  7.5  percent  of  their  present  law  tax.  The  surcharge  would  not  apply 
to  about  17  million ' individuals  whose  taxable  income  does  not  rise  above  the 
second  bracket. 

— On  corporations^  the  surcharge  would  be  effective  January  1,  1968,  and  con- 
tinue through  June  30,  1969.  This  would  give  an  effective  rate  of  10  percent  for 
corporations  in  calendar  year  1968. 

The  surcharge,  I might  emphasize,  would  be  10  percent  of  the  present  tax, 
not  10  percent  of  income.  This  is  about  one-half  of  the  tax  decrease  for  individuals 
enacted  in  1964.  While  in  effect,  the  increased  tax  on  individuals  would  average 
about  1 percent  of  their  income. 

Speaking  for  the  Administration,  I want  to  emphasize  in  the  strongest  possible 
terms  that  we  continue  to  recommend  enactment  of  this  entire  program.  It  is 
as  fully  called  for  in  the  light  of  recent  events  as  it  was  by  events  prior  to 
January.  We  want  to  see  the  surcharge  adopted  under  whatever  procedures 
the  Congress  chooses  to  utilize.  Those  procedures  are  not  for  us  to  determine. 
The  end  result  should  be  prompt  enactment  of  the  surcharge. 

HJL  15414 

I turn  now  to  the  specific  bill.  It  would  raise  revenues  compared  to  present 
law  by  $1.1  billion  in  fiscal  year  1968  and  by  $3.1  billion  in  fiscal  year  1969. 
This  is  about  one-fourth  of  toe  $16  billion  which  we  proposed  to  raise  by  the 
President’s  program. 

The  accompanying:  table  shows  the  details  of  the  revenue  effects  compared 
to  existing  law.  You  will  realize,  of  course,  that  the  revenue  gain  from  excise 
extensions  could  also  be  described  as  preventing  a loss  of  revenue  that  would  occur 
if  the  rates  were  permitted  to  fall  below  rates  currently  in  effect.  Moreover,  the 
speedup  in  corporate  tax  payments  does  not  involve  the  addition  of  new  tax 
liabilities  but  rather  the  more  current  payment  of  existing  liabilities. 

Presently  the  7-percent  manufacturers  excise  tax  on  automobiles  is  scheduled 
to  drop  as  of  April  1,  1968,  to  2 percent  and  then  on  January  1,  1969  to  1 percent. 
The  bill  would  continue  the  7-percent  rate  to  January  1,  1970,  when  it  would 
be  reduced  to  5 percent.  The  bill  would  provide  further  reductions  to  3 percent 
on  January  1,  1971,  to  1 percent  on  January  1,  1972,  and  repeal  the  tax  on 
January  1, 1973. 

The  new  schedule  for  reductions  follows  the  pattern  established  in  the  Excise 
Tax  Reduction  Act  of  1965  to  limit  prospective  reductions  at  any  one  time  to  not 
over  2 points.  This  three-stage  reduction  program  in  the  bill  recognizes  that, 
with  anticipation  by  consumers  of  a sharp  drop  in  the  automobile  excise  tax 
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rate,  there  is  a high  likelihood  they  will  postpone  purchases  of  cars.  This 
could  be  highly  disruptive  of  orderly  production  and  employment. 

The  House  bill  also  goes  back  to  the  1965  decision  to  make  the  reduction  of 
rates  effective  on  January  1.  Reductio'ns  at  this  time  of  year  should  have  the 
least  disruptive  effect  on  sales.  There  is  usually  a rush  of  orders  for  new  cars 
in  the  autumn,  and  dealers  fall  behind  in  meeting  them.  Orders  come  in  more 
slowly  in  January  so  if  some  orders  are  postponed  from  the  autumn  to  January 
it  is  likely  to  involve  smoother  rather  than  more  disorderly  production  schedules. 

Table  I. — Estimated,  effect  of  the  bill  on  budget  receipts 
(In  millions  of  dollars) 


Fiscal  year  Fiscal  year 
1968  1969 


Excise  taxes— extension  of  present  rates: 

Passenger  automobiles 190  1,600 

Telephone  service 116  1,160 


Total  excise  extensions 306  2, 660 

Proposals  for  corporate  estimated  tax  payments 800  400 


Total 1,106  3,060 


The  bill  also  deals  with  the  tax  on  telephone  service  which  is  now  10  percent 
and  is  scheduled  to  be  reduced  to  1 percent  April  1,  1968,  and  to  he  repealed  on 
January  1,  1969.  This  tax  would  be  extended  at  the  10-percent  rate  to  January  1, 

1970,  reduced  to  5 percent  at  that  time,  further  reduced  to  3 percent  on  January  1, 

1971,  to  1 percent  on  January  1,  1972,  and  repealed  on  January  1,  1973. 

Current  payment  by  corporations 

Another  part  of  the  President’s  program,  which  is  embodied  in  H.R.  15414, 
is  two  provisions  which  have  the  effect  of  placing  corporations  on  the  same  basis 
of  current  tax  payment  that  now  applies  to  individuals. 

Presently,  Individuals,  including  sole  proprietors  and  partners,  are  required 
to  pay  in  current  quarterly  payments  80  percent  of  their  estimated  tax  liability. 
Corporations,  however,  need  only  make  current  quarterly  payments  on  70  per- 
cent of  the  estimated  tax  liability  in  excess  of  $100,000. 

The  bill  achieves  equality  between  corporations  and  individuals  in  two  steps : 

(1)  Effective  with  the  quarterly  payments  due  April  15,  1968,  corporations 
will  be  required  to  make  current  payment  on  the  basis  of  80  percent  estimates 
rather  than  70-percent  estimates. 

(2)  Effective  with  quarterly  payments  due  April  15,  1968,  corporations  will 
take  the  first  of  five  annual  steps  designed  to  eliminate  the  exemption  from 
current  tax  payment  on  the  first  $100,000  of  estimated  tax.  This  will  be  done  by 
requiring  that  the  1968  current  payment  include  20  percent  of  the  first  $100,000 
of  liability.  The  1969  payments  will  Include  40  percent  of  this  first  $100,000  and 
so  forth  until  1972  when  corporations  will  be  on  the  same  basis  as  individuals. 

This  change  in  corporate  tax  payment  provisions  will  finally  achieve  an  ob- 
jective sought  in  a series  of  actions  taken  by  the  Congress  dating  back  to  1950. 
The  progressive  steps  in  moving  corporations  toward  the  same  payment  basis 
applicable  to  individuals  have  been  gradual  so  as  to  avoid  sharp  liquidity 
effects. 

There  is  no  reason  to  permit  small  and  medium  sized  corporations  to  defer 
all  or  a substantial  portion  of  their  tax  while  requiring  current  payment  by  un- 
incorporated businesses.  By  far  the  overwhelming  part  of  small  business  is  made 
up  of  sole  proprietorships  or  partnerships.  In  1965,  of  the  8.6  million  businesses 
with  net  incomes,  7.9  million  were  sole  proprietorships  and  partnerships  or 
Subchapter  S corporations  (where  taxes  are  paid  currently  by  the  share- 
holders). 

A corporation  with  $1(X),000  of  tax  liability,  that  is,  one  that  gets  full  benefit 
of  the  current  favoritism,  would  ordinarily  have  as.sets  in  the  area  of  $1  million. 
The  striking  inconsistency  of  the  present  law  is  implied  by  the  fact  that  a 
moderately  successful  partnership  or  proprietorship  can  achieve  a continuous 
postponement  of  virtually  a full  year’s  tax  by  the  simple  device  of  incorrwrating. 

This  measure  achieves  equal  treatment  between . incorporated  and  unincor- 
porated businesses  by  moving  corporations  to  the  basically  sound  system  of 
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keeping  their  tax  accounts  current.  As  the  House  Committee  Report  indicates, 
current  payment  is  frequently  a net  advantage  to  a business  firm  which  might 
have  otherwise  failed  to  make  adequate  provision  for  tax  payments. 

The  House  bill  has  several  technical  changes  regarding  tax  payments : it 
makes  provision  for  quick  refunds  for  corporations  after  the  end  of  the  year 
in  those  cases  where  their  estimated  tax  payments  significantly  exceed  their 
tax  liability ; it  eliminates  declarations  of  estimated  tax  by  corporations,  leav- 
ing this  entirely  to  the  deposit  system ; and  it  prescribes  rules  regarding  mailing 
of  deposits. 

The  general  fiscal  situation 

I believe  it  is  appropriate  to  lay  before  you  the  general  fiscal  situation,  as 
the  background  for  this  bill,  and  to  relate  that  situation  to  the  entire  fiscal 
program  of  the  President  of  which  the  excise  recommendations  and  the  current 
tax  payment  recommendations  are  a part. 

The  U.S.  economy — mighty  engine  of  production  and  distribution — ^is  roaring 
down  the  road.  It  is  entering  the  eighth  year  of  a recordbreaking  advance,  hav- 
ing weathered  the  inventory  adjustment  which  slowed  it  to  half  speed  in  the 
first  half  of  last  .year. 

But  the  ride  is  neither  smooth  nor  safe.  Rising  inflationary  pressures  and  a 
disturbing  deterioration  in  our  international  balance  of  payments  signal  a 
clear  and  present  danger  that  the  economy  is  overheating  and  running  at  an 
excessive  rate  of  speed. 

Given  a high  employment  economy  with  heavy  defense  costs  at  home  and 
abroad,  some  inescapable  increasing  co.sts  of  civilian  government,  and  a private 
sector  advancing  on  a wide  front,  the  acceptance  of  enlarged  deficits  in  the 
budget  and  the  balance  of  payments  is  contrary  to  sound  economic  and  financial 
policy — whether  the  wisdom  is  conventional  or  the  new  economics.  Accordingly, 
the  driver  is  trying  to  brake  the  vehicle  to  a safe  cruising  speed. 

That  is  the  meaning  of  the  President’s  request  last  August  for  a substantial 
tax  increase  and  a reduction  in  many  Federal  outlays  for  fiscal  year  1968,  his 
tough  and  courageous  New  Year’s  Day  Balance  of  Payments  Action  Program, 
and  the  austere  budget  for  fiscal  year  1969  presented  a month  ago. 

I want  to  express  here  a strong  personal  conviction.  It  is  shared  by  the  Presi- 
dent, his  entire  Administration,  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  and  the  vast 
preponderance  of  expert  economic  and  financial  opinion  decisionmakers  here 
and  abroad — public  and  private. 

That  conviction  is  that  this  is  a year  in  which  economic  and  financial  policy 
should  be  directed  toward  reversing  decisively  the  trend  in  1967  to  increasing 
deficits  in  our  internal  budget  and  our  international  balance  of  payments.  We 
should  move  back  toward  balance  in  our  budget  and  our  international  pay- 
ments— and  thereby  assure  a balanced  economy,  properly  poised  and  positioned, 
to  discharge  our  national  and  international  responsibilities— in  war  or  peace— 
at  home  or  abroad.  With  this  Nation  engaged  in  a costly  conflict  abroad,  we 
must  act  at  home  so  as  to  maintain  the  stability  of  the  economy  and  the 
strength  of  the  dollar. 

A continued  acceptance  of  these  twin  deficits  in  their  current  proportions 
undei'  the  surrounding  circumstances  is  to  forsake  prudence,  accept  intolerabie 
risks  and  refuse  to  accept  the  fiscal  and  monetary  discipline  essential  to  the 
preservation  of  a balanced,  sustained  prosperity. 

These  observations  bring  us  hard  up  against  the  outlook  for  our  Federal 
budget  which  will  be  the  subject  of  comments  by  Mr.  Zwick,  Director  of  the 
Budget. 

I would  like  to  add,  however,  a few  words  of  my  own. 

I share  the  general  concern  that  the  totals  of  budget  expenditures  are  in- 
creasing. But  I must  point  out  that  this  fact  does  not  diminish  the  desirability 
of  a tax  increase  to  help  finance  the  war  in  Vietnam  out  of  current  revenues 
rather  than  borrowed  money. 

Our  annual  expenditures  for  our  efforts  in  Vietnam  amount  to  about  3 percent 
of  our  gross  national  product.  Other  outlays,  exclusive  of  social  insurance  trust 
funds,  have  been  declining  as  a share  of  the  Nation’s  income  and  output  in 
recent  years.  In  1969  they  stand  at  13,9  percent.  In  the  last  3 years  of  the  1950’s 
they  were  16  percent.  In  1965  they  were  14.6  percent.  It  is  not  the  rise  in  regular 
budget  outlays  which  requires  a tax  increase  but  the  cost  of  Vietnam. 

Of  course,  one  can  debate  at  length  whether  the  budget  outlays  in  the  1969 
bud.get  for  controllable  civilian  programs  should  be  substantially  reduced.  But 
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we  must  remember  as  we  keep  debating  that  time  is  still  running,  and  every  day 
that  passes  without  the  tax  increase  adds  about  $33  million  to  the  deficit. 

The  tax  program  now  comes  to  $16  billion  over  the  fiscal  years  1968  and  1969 
and  will  reduce  the  deficit  by  that  amount.  It  should  be  passed  promptly  regard- 
less of  the  outcome  of  the  long-drawn-out  debate  on  expenditures  now  beginning. 

No  amount  of  debate  or  budget  cutting  that  is  likely  to  emerge  is  a realistic 
alternative  to  a tax  increase  for  meeting  our  obligations  at  home  and  abroad 
in  that  amount. 

To  sum  up  on  the  budget  for  fiscal  year  1969 — it  is  a responsible  financial  plan 
placed  on  a base  of  expenditures  for  fiscal  year  1968  rigidly  scaled  down  by  joint 
executive  and  congressional  action  as  recently  as  December  1967.  It  represents 
a hold-down  in  controllable  expenditures  in  1969;  the  revenues  from  the  requested 
tax  increase  will  contribute  to  the  reduction  in  the  deficit,  not  to  rising  expendi- 
tures ; and  it  does  give  assurance  that  the  tax  increase  will  be  temporary  and 
can  and  will  be  removed  when  hostilities  in  Vietnam  come  to  an  end. 

We  must  not  forget  that  we  are  a Nation  involved  in  a war.  This  involvement 
has  had  its  obvious  and  direct  effect  on  the  budget  and  in  turn  on  the  need 
for  a tax  increase.  We  cannot  mistake  the  connection  between  the  tax  increase 
proposals  and  the  costs  of  our  efforts  in  Vietnam. 

It  is  not  the  rise  in  regular  budget  outlays  that  requires  a tax  increase  but  the 
cost  of  Vietnam.  The  increase  in  budget  receipts  from  economic  growth  since 
fiscal  year  1965  would  alone  more  than  cover  the  increase  in  non-Vietnam  costs. 
What  is  left  to  be  financed  is  the  cost  of  Vietnam.  In  the  January  budget  this  was 
put  at  about  $26  billion  for  fiscal  year  1969,  and  we  are  asking  that  one-half  of 
this  be  met  by  tax  increases.  Meeting  part  of  the  cost  of  war  through  tax  in- 
creases rather  than  just  through  borrowing  is  the  path  of  fiscal  responsibility, 
and  this  path  we  have  followed  in  those  troubled  times  in  the  past  when  we 
found  ourselves  at  war. 

So  much  for  the  principle.  I want  to  turn  now  to  the  more  specific  discussion 
of  the  immediate  situation,  that  without  tax  legislation  we  would  have  a deficit 
of  about  $22.8  billion  in  fiscal  year  1968  and  $20.9  billion  in  fiscal  year  1969. 
Permitting  this  level  of  deficit — two  $20  billion  deficits  back  to  back — would  incur 
intolerable  risks  for  the  United  States  in  the  light  of — 

— Our  present  domestic  economic  conditions, 

— our  financial  situation,  and 

— our  balance  of  payments  problem. 

Economic  conditions 

Deficits  of  over  $20  billion  in  each  of  fiscal  year  1968  and  fiscal  year  1969 
would  involve  intolerable  risks  of  inflation  in  view  of  the  current  economic 
conditions. 

During  the  fiscal  year  1967,  there  was  some  slack  in  the  private  economy 
associated  with  a decline  in  inventory  investment,  a lower  level  of  housing 
starts,  and  an  interruption  of  the  plant  and  equipment  boom.  Since  the  summer 
of  1967,  however,  these  factors  have  been  reversed,  and  the  economy  has  been 
moving  in  very  high  gear.  This  is  plainly  evidenced  by  the  rate  of  growth  in  out- 
put and  prices  in  the  last  half  of  1967  when  real  output  grew  by  a 4%  percent 
annual  rate,  and  the  general  level  of  prices  rose  at  an  annual  rate  of  3.8  percent. 

It  is  not  a question  of  whether  some  economic  indicator  went  up  “only”  half 
a point  last  month  or  even  held  steady,  or  whether  some  other  indicator  has 
dipped  slightly  below  the  record  high  it  set  last  month.  The  important  thing  is 
the  level  and  general  direction  of  the  total  economy.  The  economy  is  operating 
at  high  levels  of  capacity  and  is  generating  high  rates  of  quarterly  growth  of 
GNP,  $16  billion  in  each  of  the  last  two  quarters  of  1967. 

An  obvious  aspect  of  the  overall  economic  level,  in  addition  to  the  fact  of 
sharp  price  increases  in  the  last  eight  months,  is  the  rate  of  unemployment  which 
is  the  lowest  it  has  been  since  the  inflationary  conditions  of  the  Korean  War. 

If  one  looks  at  the  unemployment  situation,  moreover,  unemployment  of  men 
over  20  was  2.2  percent  at  the  end  of  1967.  In  the  substantially  full  employment 
that  existed  in  1956,  this  rate  was  3.4  percent.  For  1953  when  the  total  unemploy- 
ment rate  was  2.9  percent,  the  rate  for  men  over  20  was  2.5  percent.  What  is 
clear  is  that  at  current  levels  of  output  we  are  making  maximum  use  of  our 
skilled  work  force. 

What  has  been  happening  over  these  last  8 months  is  that  demand  has  been 
fueled  by  a Federal  deficit  running  at  a rate  which,  without  a tax  bill,  will  bring 
it  over  $20  billion  for  the  year.  This  rate  at  which  demand  has  been  increasing 
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for  the  last  8 months  is  simply  too  high  for  an  economy  in  which  unemployment 
is  well  under  4 percent. 

Our  fiscal  program  including  provisions  for  the  revenues  provided  in  the  bill 
before  you  plus  the  income  tax  surcharge  of  10  percent  was  designed  to  hold  the 
growith  of  total  GNP  in  1968  to  about  $60  billion.  At  that  rate  the  increase  In 

1968  will  be  only  a little  lower  than  it  has  been  in  the  last  half  of  1967,  but  we 
will  be  able  to  get  the  trend  of  prices  under  control.  We  will  be  able  to  enter 

1969  with  a declining  rate  of  price  increase  and  not  an  increasing  one.  A substan- 
tial increase  in  fiscal  restraint  is  thus  necessary  to  move  toward  price  stability 
in  1969.  If  the  present  rate  of  inflation  is  permitted  to  grow,  this  wiU  sow  the 
seeds  for  more  inflation  in  1969  as  wages  and  everything  else  try  to  catch  up. 

We  must  recognifse  the  fact  that  we  live  in  an  uncertain  world  abroad  and  at 
home.  Regardless  of  any  international  developments  that  might  require  increased 
Government  expenditures,  deficits  over  $20  billion  running  two  years  in  sequence 
do  not  represent  fiscal  responsibility. 

Financial  markets 

Failure  to  enact  the  President’s  tax  program  will  jeopardize  the  financial 
markets.  Interest  rates  are  generally  at  or  above  the  peaks  reached  in  the  finan- 
cial crunch  of  1966,  and  at  that  time  the  Federal  Government’s  credit  demands 
were  contributing  very  little  to  credit  tightness. 

The  heavy  sales  of  securities  by  the  Federal  Government  were  a major  factor 
in  the  rise  in  interest  rates  in  1967.  In  the  last  half  of  1967  the  Federal  sector 
borrowed  from  the  private  sector  $18  billion  compared  to  the  more  normal 
$5  billion  in  the  last  half  of  1964,  1965,  and  1966.  In  the  first  half  of  1968,  even 
with  prompt  action  on  the  President’s  full  program,  we  may  have  to  borrow 
up  to  $5  billion  whereas  normally  in  the  first  half  of  a calendar  year  we  are 
reducing  the  Federal  debt. 

Fortunately,  the  recent  rises  in  interest  rates  have  not  led  to  the  kind  of  large 
scale  withdrawals  of  funds  from  savings  institutions  as  occurred  in  1966.  But 
currently  available  yields  on  marketable  securities  are  close  to  the  point  where 
a further  rise  could  trigger  significant  disintermediation  and  loss  of  funds  for 
home  construction. ' 

The  anticipation  of  continued  heavy  borrowing  of  the  Federal  Government  can 
only  serve  to  make  mortgage  lenders  reluctant  to  increase  commitments  for 
future  mortgage  lending.  Prompt  fiscal  action  in  the  form  of  enactment  of  the 
Preadent’s  tax  proposals  is  the  best  assurance  of  continued  opportunity  for 
home  financing  and  construction  to  avoid  a repetition  of  1966. 

The  high  rate  of  economic  activity  will  assure  a high  level  of  private  and  State 
and  local  demands  for  credit  in  the  months  ahead.  Treasury  borrowing  demands 
involved  in:  continued  deficits  of  over  $20  billion  involve  a choice  between  per- 
mitting a larger  rate  of  monetary  growth  than  we  would  like  to  see  or  bidding 
up  interest  rates  to  levels  that  would  foreclose  substantial  amounts  of  borrowing 
by  those  borrowers  most  sensitive  to  interest  rate  differentials  and  most  affected 
by  credit  availability — home  builders.  State  and  local  governments,  and  small 
business. 

It  is  clear  that  the  magnitude  of  Federal  credit  gains  in  fiscal  year  1969 
depends  critically  on  enactment  of  the  President’s  tax  program.  Without  the 
tax  program  budget  deficits  would  be  excessive  both  from  the  point  of  view  of 
economic  stabilization  and  credit  markets.  If  there  is  no  tax  legislation,  these 
borrowing  needs  would  be  about  $21  billion.  H.R.  15414  would  reduce  them  to 
about  $18  billion.  The  President’s  full  program  would  reduce  them  to  $8  billion. 

Failure  to  take  adequate  fiscal  action  and  thereby  leaving  the  burden  of  fighting 
inflation  to  monetary  policy  would  be  like  enacting  a special  tax  that  would  fall 
on  home  buyers,  home  builders  and  suppliers,  the  savings  institutions.  State  and 
local  governments,  and  small  business. 

The  balance  of  payments 

Closely  following  the  acceleration  of  business  activity  and  the  price  inflation 
in  our  domestic  economy  that  we  have  observed  in  the  last  half  of  1967  has  been 
a sharp  deterioration  of  our  international  trade  surplus  which  contributed  to  the 
return  of  our  overall  payments  deficit  to  a critically  high  level.  This  retui-n  to 
a large  deficit  in  our  own  international  payments,  combined  with  the  British 
devaluation  and  the  subsequent  period  of  heavy  gold  speculation,  represented 
a threat  to  the  U.S.  dollar  and  to  the  international  monetary  system  as  a whole 
requiring  decisive  corrective  action. 
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Just  as  the  tax  increase  is  an  indispensable  element  in  our  domestic  financial 
plan  for  the  year  ahead,  it  is  also  the  keystone  of  the  balance  of  payments  pro- 
gram announced  by  the  President  on  January  1. 

As  the  President  said  in  his  message  to  the  Nation  that  day — and  sometimes 
this  is  conveniently  overlooked  by  those  who  say  the  direct  measures  are 
palliatives ; 

“The  first  line  of  defense  of  the  dollar  is  the  strength  of  the  American 
economy. 

“No  business  before  the  returning  Congress  will  be  more  urgent  than  this : 
To  enact  the  anti-inflation  tax  which  I have  sought  for  almost  a year.  Coupled 
with  our  expenditure  controls  and  appropriate  monetary  policy,  this  will  help 
to  stem  the  inflationary  pressures  which  now  threaten  our  economic  prosperity 
and  our  trade  surplus.” 

Failure  to  take  action  here  involves  a risk  both  of  Immediate  further  deteriora- 
tion of  our  trade  balance  and  of  lasting  further  deterioration  of  our  competitive 
price  position  internationally.  It  would  threaten  a flood  tide  of  imports  and  a 
loss  of  export  markets.  Too  rapid  a growth  in  economic  activity  In  the  United 
States,  giving  Americans  more  money  to  spend,  would  cause  a more  than  propor- 
tionate amount  going  directly  or  Indirectly  into  increased  purchases  of  imported 
goods. 

With  the  addition  of  sharp  price  inflation,  the  consequences  could  substan- 
tially weaken  the  U.S.  competitive  trade  position. 

The  importance  of  restoration  of  price  stability  in  the  United  States  to  the 
maintenance  of  a functioning  international  economic  community  is  recognized 
in  Europe  as  well  as  here. 

Last  December  the  “OECD  Economic  Survey  of  the  United  States”  stated : 

“An  immediate  concern  of  the  authorities  must  be  to  avoid  an  excessive 
increase  in  demand,  which  would  strengthen  cost  price  pressures  and  aggravate 
the  balance  of  payments  problem.  Given  the  likely  strength  of  the  expansion 
now  developing,  this  can  hardly  be  achieved  without  the  tightening  of  fiscal 
policy  proposed  by  the  President.” 

Conclusion 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  I appeared  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  last 
August,  I warned,  in  general  terms,  that  we  would  have  an  unwelcome  accelera- 
tion in  prices  and  deterioration  in  our  balance  of  payments  if  the  surcharge  were 
not  passed.  If  I had  predicted  that,  in  the  absence  of  the  surcharge,  the  gen- 
eral price  level  would  rise  at  an  annual  rate  of  S.8  percent  during  the  last 
half  of  1967,  many  people  would  have  accused  me  of  being  an  alarmist,  and 
yet  that  is  exactly  how  fast  prices  did  rise. 

Similarly,  if  I had  predicted  that  imports  would  rise  at  an  annual  rate  of 
over  16  percent  and  that  exports  would  actually  decline  by  6 percent  between 
the  second  and  fourth  quarters  of  1967,  this  also  would  have  seemed  unduly 
pessimistic  to  many  people,  and  yet  that  is  exactly  what  did  happen  to  our 
foreign  trade. 

Now,  I cannot  make  a precise  prediction  as  to  how  these  or  other  variables  will 
move  in  the  next  6 months,  but  I do  know  that  these  rates  of  change  are  unac- 
ceptable and  must  be  halted.  The  restoration  of  price  stability  in  our  domestic 
economy  and  the  improvement  in  our  trade  position  lie  in  enactment  of  the 
entire  tax  program  of  the  President. 

We  face  critical  times.  We  are  engaged  in  an  expensive  war.  At  home  we 
face  and  are  determined  to  conquer  serious  problems  of  poverty,  ignorance, 
and  urban  blight.  Under  these  circumstances  failure  to  meet  more  of  our 
budget  through  tax  revenues  involves  intolerable  risks  for  the  country  to  run. 

Why  must  we  run  these  risks?  Why  in  a period  of  hostilities  should  our 
country  weaken  itself  economically  and  financially  at  home  and  internationally? 
The  fact  is  we  know  how  these  risks  can  be  avoided;  there  is  no  obscurity 
about  either  the  problems  or  their  solutions.  We  at  home  see  the  answer  as 
does  the  rest  of  the  world.  The  answer  Is  to  reduce  the  deficit  by  raising  rev- 
enues to  pay  for  these  wartime  expenditures. 

The  temporary  tax  increase  will  give  us  the  fiscal  strength  to  avoid  these 
risks.  Our  people  are  well  able  to  bear  the  burdens  involved.  Even  after  the 
surcharge  individuals  will  be  paying  tax  at  significantly  lower  rates  than  the 
rates  in  effect  in  1963  before  the  reductions  of  1964  and  1966;  corporations 
will  be  paying  at  lower  effective  rates  than  they  faced  in  1961  before  the  in- 
vestment credit  and  depreciation  reform.  And  the  low  income  groups  are 
exempt  from  the  surcharge. 

318-223 — 69 21 
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I stress  tbe  word  temporary.  This  Administration  has  given  ample  evidence 
of  its  desire  to  reduce  tax  burdens  on  the  American  people.  There  is  no  basis 
for  predictions  that  a temporary  surcharge  will  remain  in  effect  after  the 
disappearance  of  the  defense  needs  that  give  rise  to  it.  We  have  a tax  system 
which  will  produce  a growth  in  GNP  of  about  6 percent  which  is  consistent 
with  an  expected  4 percent  to  4%  percent  growth  in  real  output.  Without  the 
pressure  of  military  demand  this  will  provide  a large  sum  to  meet  our  national 
goals. 

I stress  also  that  this  temporary  surcharge  will  give  our  domestic  economy 
strength  and  stability  and  will  not  weaken  us.  The  international  monetary 
s.ystem  on  which  the  free  world  economy  is  based  will  be  strengthened  as  the 
strength  of  the  dollar  is  assured. 

The  welfare  of  American  citizens  cannot  be  measured  merely  by  the  small- 
ness of  the  tax  they  pay.  It  rests  on  the  purchasing  power  of  the  income  they 
have  after  taxes  and  the  value  of  the  services  they  get  from  their  Government. 
Our  citizens  will  be  treated  badly  if  their  tax  bills  are  held  down  but  they 
are  left  with  accelerating  inflation,  climbing  interest  rates,  an  unstable  boom 
that  could  end  in  a bust,  and  a weakening  of  the  international  financial  system 
which  has  been  the  basis  for  Free  World  prosperity  and  development  since 
World  War  II. 

The  Congress  will  serve  the  American  people  well  if  it  pursues  a wise  fiscal 
policy  of  substantially  reducing  the  prospective  deficits  in  fiscal  years  1968 
and  1969  through  enactment  of  the  President’s  tax  program. 


Exhibit  25. — Excerpts  from  statement  by  Secretary  Fowler,  June  25,  1968,  before 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  on  HJt.  16241,  a bill  containing  a portion  of  the 
Administration’s  recommendations  for  dealing  with  our  foreign  travel 
payments  deficit 

Thank  you  for  giving  me  the  opportunity  to  discuss  with  you  H.E.  16241, 
a bill  containing  a portion  of  the  Administration’s  recommendations  for  dealing 
with  our  foreign  travel  payments  deficit.  These  recommendations  are  a part 
of  the  overall  program  set  forth  by  the  President  in  his  January  1 message 
on  balance  of  payments.  Before  discussing  the  details  of  this  legislation  and 
our  recommendations  in  this  area,  let  me  place  this  measure  in  perspective 
by  reviewing  with  you  our  overall  'balance  of  payments  program  and  how  it  is 
progressing. 

I.  The  balance-of-payments  program 

I think  it  unnecessary  to  detail  the  conditions  which  led  to  the  President’s 
balance  of  payments  message.  You  are  all  familiar,  I am  sure,  with  the  fact 
that  our  balance  of  payments  deficit  for  the  year  1967  was  almost  $3.6  'billion, 
and  in  the  final  quarter  of  the  year  exceeded  $1.8  billion,  which  would  represent 
a deficit  of  over  $7  billion  on  an  annuaT  basis.  These  deficits,  together  with  the 
devaluation  and  difficulties  of  the  British  pound,  the  other  reseiwe  currency, 
have  led  to  intense  gold  speculation  and  doulbt  about  the  survival  of  the  inter- 
national monetary  system  as  we  kno'W  it. 

On  January  1,  President  Johnson  set  forth  an  Action  Program  to  deal  with 
our  balance  of  payments  problem,  as  a national  and  international  responsibility 
of  the  highest  priority.  This  program  stressed,  as  the  first  order  of  business,  the 
urgent  need  for  enactment  of  a tax  surcharge  which,  coupled  with  expenditure 
controls,  would  help  to  stem  the  inflationary  pressures  threatening  both  our 
economic  prosperity  and  our  trade  surplus.  This  fiscal  package,  now  happily 
becoming  law  this  week,  is  the  keystone  of  our  program  to  correct  the  balance 
of  payments  problem. ; 

In  any  discussions  of  the  balance  of  payments  problem,  we  cannot  overlook 
the  other  features  of  the  President’s  “first  line  of  defense  of  the  dollar.”  It  is 
of  unquestioned  importance  that  business  and  labor  work  together  to  make 
effective  the  voluntary  program  of  wage-price  restraint  and  to  prevent  work 
stoppages  that  will  adversely  affect  our  foreign  trade. 

In  addition,  the  President’s  program  called  for  a number  of  both  temporary 
and  long-range  measures  directed  at  the  improvement  of  specific  sectors  of  our 
international  payments  accounts. 

These  specific  measures  included  a five-part  program  designed  to  achieve  near 
equilibrium  in  our  'balance  of  payments  deficit  this  year  by  calling  upon  each 
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major  segment  of  our  economy  importantly  involved  in  the  balance  of  payments 
to  make  a contribution  to  this  savings  target.  This  program  asked : 

— American  business  to  reduce  its  outlays  for  direct  investment  abroad  by 
$1  billion,  under  a new  mandatory  program  to  be  administered  by  the  Commerce 
Department ; 

— Banks  and  other  financial  institutions  to  reduce  foreign  lending  by  $500 
million,  through  a tightening  of  the  voluntary  restraint  program  administered 
by  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  ; 

— The  American  people  to  reduce  their  overseas  travel  expenditures  by  $500 
million,  on  the  basis  of  the  President’s  request  for  voluntary  deferral  of  non- 
essential  travel  plus  legislation  to  help  achieve  a reduction  in  travel  expenditures 
by  those  who  do  travel ; 

— Government  to  reduce  or  offset  its  expenditures  overseas  by  $500  million, 
through  specific  action  programs  assigned  to  the  Secretaries  of  State,  Treasury, 
and.Defense  and  the  Director  of  the  Budget ; and 

— For  prompt  cooperative  action  through  consultations  with  our  trading  part- 
ners to  minimize  disadvantages  to  our  trade,  or  appropriate  legislative  measures, 
to  realize  a $500  million  improvement  in  our  trade  surplus. 

It  is  the  travel  portion  of  this  immediate  direct  action  program  which  at  this 
time  requires  legislation.  In  the  other  sectors,  the  measures  called  for  have  been 
instituted  and  are  underway. 

Thus,  for  business,  the  mandatory  restraints  on  direct  Investment  have  been  in 
operation  under  Commerce  Department  regulations  since  January  1 and  have, 
during  the  first  quarter  of  1908,  already  had  a sizeable  favorable  impact  on 
our  balance  of  payments. 

For  banking,  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  restraints  on  foreign  lending  were, 
similarly,  issued  and  effective  on  January  1.  Major  progress  has  already  been 
made  toward  achievement  of  the  goal  under  this  program,  with  a decline  of  about 
$350  million  (seasonally  adjusted)  during  the  first  quarter  of  this  year  in  com- 
mercial bank  claims  on  foreigners. 

The  Government  has  taken  action  on  each  of  the  three  specific  steps  to  reduce 
expenditures  abroad  listed  by  the  President  in  his  J anuary  1 message : 

— Discussions  with  a number  of  countries  in  both  Europe  and  Asia  to  find  vari- 
ous ways  to  reduce  the  foreign  exchange  costs  of  maintaining  our  troops  abroad 
are  already  well  underway. 

— An  initial  program  for  a 12-percent  reduction  of  overseas  staffs  by  the  end 
of  1969,  together  with  a further  tightening  of  Government  travel  abroad,  was 
put  into  effect  on  March  30 ; and  a second-stage  effort  to  achieve  even  further 
reductions,  primarily  in  the  larger  overseas  missions,  is  underway. 

— The  Department  of  Defense  is  examining  a series  of  possible  specific  meas- 
ures to  reduce  further  the  foreign  exchange  impact  of  personal  spending  by  U.S. 
military  personnel  and  their  dependents  in  Europe,  which  are  importantly  related 
to  civilian  tourist  travel. 

In  addition,  the  President,  on  January  11,  directed  AID  to  reduce  overseas  ex- 
penditures in  1968  by  a minimum  of  $100  million  below  the  1967  level. 

For  trade,  the  President’s  Special  Trade  Representative,  Ambassador  Roth, 
has  headed  an  effort  by  many  of  our  overseas  missions  to  explore  actively  with 
our  major  trading  partners  possible  immediate  as  well  as  longer-term  coopera- 
tive actions  to  contribute  toward  improvement  in  our  trade  surplus.  Ambassador 
Roth  has  reported  on  these  discussions  in  the  cun’ent  hearings  before  the  House 
Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

A Working  Party  in  the  GATT  has  been  instituted  at  U.S.  initiative  and  is  now 
engaged  in  an  examination  of  existing  provisions  dealing  with  border-tax  adjust- 
ments and  their  effects  on  trade,  looking  to  the  development  of  a program 
designed  to  remove  or  minimize  any  significant  disadvantage  to  U.S.  trade  that 
results  from  the  existing  GA'TT  provisions  and  the  tax  systems  of  our  principal 
trading  partners. 

In  other  words,  action  on  each  of  these  parts  of  the  President’s  balance  of 
payments  program  is  well  underway.  The  one  remaining  aspect  of  the  pro- 
gram is  the  travel  area  where  the  goal  is  to  reduce  the  balance  of  payments  deficit 
by  $500  million.  H.R.  16241  represents  a beginning — modest  as  it  may  be — of  the 
action  required  to  effect  an  immediate  reduction  in  the  outflow  of  dollarsi  A long- 
range  program  of  a different  direction,  to  increase  foreign  travel  to  the  United 
States,  is  already  well  underway,  having  as  its  cornerstone  the  recommendations 
of  a Task  Force  headed  by  Ambassador  McKinney.  I should  like  to  file  a copy 
of  the  Report  of  that  Task  Force  which  undertook  this  work  early  this  year  and 
submitted  its  report  to  the  President  on  February  15, 1968. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


296  1'9\&8  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


IL  The  continuing  need  for  z full  implementation  of  the  January  1 program 

Events  since  the  beginning  of  tiie  year  have  confirmed  that  the  President’s  fuii 
Action  Program  is  needed  to  help  bring  our  balance  of  payments  to  equilibrium, 
to  maintain  confidence  in  the  dollar,  and  to  stabilize  the  internationai  monetary 
system. 

Our  balance  of  payments  deficit,  sorely  affected  by  the  fall-off  in  our  trade 
surplus  ran  at  too  high  a rate  in  the  first  quarter.  The  first-quarter  results 
released  on  May  14  show  a liquidity  deficit  of  $600  million,  seasonaily  adjusted, 
equivalent  to  an  annual  rate  of  $2.4  billion. 

This  does  show,  I am  happy  to  say,  a quick  and  quite  substantiai  recovery  from 
the  extremely  high  and  totaily  unsustainable  rate  of  deficit  which  w'e  suffered  in 
the  last  three  months  of  last  year. 

However,  continued  effort  is  necessary  to  advance  us  further  toward  our  vital 
goal  of  sustainable  equilibrium.  Although  we  made  notable  gains  in  the  first  quar- 
ter, these  were  mainly  due  to  a number  of  factors  in  our  capital  accounts.  These 
included ; 

(1) i  A sharp  reduction  in  bank  lending  and  large  sales  of  special  corporate 
bonds  to  foreigners,  in  connection  with  the  Federal  Reserve  and  Commerce 
programs ; 

(2)  Foreign  net  purchases  of  U.S.  corporate  stocks  which  amounted  to  about 
$275  million,  approximately  maintaining  the  same  post-war  I’ecord  rate  averaged 
during  the  last  half  of  1967 ; and 

(3)  One  large  known  transaction,  classified  as  foreign  dii-ect  investment  in 
the  United  States,  involving  an  inflow  of  slightly  over  $200  million. 

We  certainly  cannot  rely  only  on  improvements  in  the  capital  accounts  to  restore 
equilibrium  in  our  balance  of  payments — we  must  look  to  the  achievement  and 
maintenance  of  a substantial  merchandise  trade  surplus  as  an  essential  corner- 
stone of  our  balance  of  payments.  However,  during  March,  in  particular,  and  for 
the  first  quarter  of  this  year,  as  a whole,  our  performance  on  trade  account  has 
been  very  poor — reflecting  the  crucial  importance  of  the  tax  increase-expenditure 
reduction  measure  to  curb  domestic  inSSationary  pressures  and  the  excessive 
increase  in  imports  that  characteristically  accompanies  an  excessive  rate  of 
growth  in  our  economy.  Our  trade  surplus  for  the  first  quarter  fell  to  an  annual 
rate,  after  seasonal  adjustment,  of  only  slightly  over  $400  million — compared  with 
a $1.3  billion  annual  rate  based  on  the  final  quarter  of  1967,  and  a $4.2  billion  an- 
nual rate  based  on  the  three  preceding  quarters  of  last  year. 

On  other  fronts  also,  events  during  the  interim  since  January  1,  have  further 
underlined  the  reaiity  of  the  threat  to  our  dollar  which  was  feared  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year.  FYom  February  7 to  March  20,  1968,  we  experienced  a period 
of  intense  speculation  in  the  foreign  exchange  and  gold  markets  of  the  world. 
During  this  period,  the  Treasury  Department  transferred  a total  of  $1%  billion  in 
gold  to  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund  in  order  to  repienish  its  working  bal- 
ances and  complete  the  settlement  of  the  U.S.  share  of  the  losses  experienced 
by  the  gold  pool.  ; 

These  gold  losses  clearly  indicated  the  concern  held  by  foreigners  as  to 
this  country’s  persistent  balance  of  payments  deficit.  The  situation  threatened 
to  bring  about  serious  difliculties  for  the  world’s  entire  financial  structure,  with 
accelerating  interest  rates  and  the  choking  off  of  credit  avaiiabilities  beginning 
to  spread  from  the  international  money  markets  into  domestic  markets. 

The  impact  of  this  monetary  crises  was  felt  not  only  by  bankers  and  finance 
ministries  of  the  world;  The  American  traveler  also  was  directly  affected.  For  ex- 
ample, over  the  period  of  March  14  through  March  18,  many  American  travelers 
experienced  considerable  difficulty  spending  or  converting  their  dollars  at  the 
hotels,  restaurants,  and  banks  of  Europe.  When  they  were  permitted  to  convert, 
it  was  frequentiy  at  a large  discount.  Thus,  some  American  traveiers  -were 
getting  only — 

— 94  cents  for  a dollar  in  Paris 

—96  cents  for  a dollar  in  Itaiy 

— 80  cents  for  a dollar  in  Germany 

I would  venture  to  say  that  these  Americans  who  experienced  the  direct  effect 
of  a lack  of  confidence  in  the  dollar  would  welcome,  if  not  insist  upon,  immediate 
measures  to  insure  that  their  dollars  are  not  so  threatened  again. 

Fortunately,  as  a result  of  the  meeting,  on  March  16-17,  of  the  gold  pool 
central  bank  governors  in  Washington,  decisions  were  made  and  action  was 
taken  to  restore  order  ^ to  the  financial  markets.  However,  the  cost  of  those  6 
weeks  of  speculative  activity  in  terms  of  our  loss  of  gold  and  in  terms  of  the 
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strain  on  the  international  monetary  system  was  severe.  The  steps  that  have 
been  taken- — while  representing  an  effective  solution  for  the  immediate  problem — 
will  not  guarantee  against  a repeat  performance  in  the  future.  We  can  only 
protect  against  further  attacks  on  the  dollar-^and,  through  it,  the  world 
monetary  system — by  striking  at  the  root  of  the  problem — the  persistent  im- 
balance in  world  payments,  with  a deficit  in  the  United  States  and  a surplus 
in  Europe. 

III.  Foreign  travel  and  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments 

Foreign  travel  expenditures  are  a major  contributor  to  the  balance  of 
payments  deficit  and  a comprehensive  program  to  close  the  deficit  would  be 
incomplete  and  out  of  balance  were  travel  omitted.  In  1967  alone,  a record 
number  of  Americans  traveling  outside  the  United  States  spent  $4%  bUlion,  an 
increase  of  17  percent  over  the  previous  year.  These  expenditures  involved  a 
foreign  exchange  cost  of  $4  billion.  Receipts  from  foreign  visitors  to  the  United 
States  came  to  only  $1.9  billion  leaving  a deficit  of  about  $2.1  billion. 

In  fact,  for  the  period  1961  through  1967,  the  total  foreign  payments  for 
international  travel  (about  $21  billion)  were  nearly  as  great  as  the  total  foreign 
exchange  costs  ($22.9  billion)  of  our  military  expenditures  abroad,  including 
the  foreign  exchange  costs  of  the  war  in  Southeast  Asia.  In  other  words,  the 
balance  of  payments  costs  of  our  foreign  travel  have  been  equivalent  to  the 
balance  of  payments  costs  of  our  national  security  to  the  extent  it  depends 
upon  the  operations  or  presence  of  our  military  forces  outside  the  United  States. 

We  hear  a great  deal  in  some  quarters  about  ending  the  war  in  Southeast 
Asia  or  bringing  U.S.  military  forces  home  as  a means  of  reducing  our  balance 
of  payments  deficit.  We  also  hear  a great  deal  about  reducing  our  forces  in 
Western  Europe  because  of  their  foreign  exchange  costs.  I am  not  here  today  to 
debate  these  issues.  I am  here  to  say  that  the  Government  which  adopts  a pro- 
gram of  doing  what  ever  it  can,  consistent. with  national  security,  to  reduce  or 
neutralize  the  foreign  exchange  costs  of  our  military  operations  overseas,  must 
similarly  tackle  the  problem  of  travel  expenditures  when  our  balance  of  pay- 
ments is  still  in  a serious  state  of  chronic  deficit. 

The  net  foreign  exchange  impact  of  this  level  of  foreign  travel  spending  can 
be  measured  by  offsetting  against  it  the  spending  in  the  United  States  by  foreign 
travelers.  For  the  same  1961  through  1967  period,  the  net  deficit  in  foreign 
exchange  payments  arising  from  tourism  amounted  to  a little  over  $11  billion, 
as  compared  to  about  $17.4  billion  net  foreign  exchange  deficit  for  military  ex- 
penditures abroad  after  offsetting  the  foreign  purchases  of  military  equipment  in 
the  United  States.  Moreover,  unless  effective  measures  are  undertaken,  the 
situation  with  regard  to  travel  can  only  get  worse  in  the  future. 

In  this  regard,  the  Chase  Manhattan  Bank  recently  published  in  its  June  1968, 
“Business  in  Brief’  a summary  review  of  how  travel  figures  in  the  U.S.  balance 
of  payments.  This  summary  states,  “Travel  is  a fast  growing  element  in  U.S.  inter- 
national financial  accounts.  Outlays  far  exceed  receipts,  helping  to  create  pay- 
ments deficits.”  The  bank  points  out  that  foreign  travel  is  among  the  major  causes 
of  dollar  outflows ; the  $4  billion  of  foreign  travel  payments  in  1967  being  almost 
as  large  as  military  spending  of  $4.3  billion. 

The  bank  presentation  also  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  expenditures  abroad 
by  Americans  and  expenditures  in  the  United  States  by  foreigners  have  both  been 
increasing,  and  indeed  the  latter  rate  of  increase  on  a much  smaller  base  has  been 
somewhat,  greater.  The  important  point  clearly  indicated  by  these  figures  however 
is  that  “if  recent  rates  of  growth  in  travel  persist,  the  dollar  gap  between  outlays 
and  receipts  will  continue  to  widen.”  Thus  the  bank  summary  shows  that  under  a 
continuation  of  growth  patterns  that  have  been  exhibited  in  the  past  few  years, 
the  $2  billion  of  deficit  in  1967  will  widen  to  $3  billion  by  1975.  Other  estimates, 
taking  into  account  the  greatly  increased  travel  which  will  flow  from  the  new  huge 
passenger  “air-buses,”  place  the  travel  deficit  in  1975  at  much  higher  figures. 

All  of  the  economic  and  social  forces  at  play  within  our  economy  will  inevitably 
lead  to  more  Americans  traveling  abroad  in  the  future  and  spending  more.  First, 
it  is  anticipated  that  disposable  income  will  increase  year  by  year.  Thus,  even  if 
the  percentage  of  disposable  income  which  is  spent  on  foreign  travel  remains  con- 
stant, the  year-by-year  increase  in  disposable  income  will  automatically  lead  to  a 
year-by-year  increase  in  amounts  spent  on  foreign  travel. 

In  fact,  however,  it  is  reasonable  to  expect  that  the  percentage  of  disi>03able 
income  spent  on  foreign  travel  will  also  increase,  thereby  further  increasing  the 
foreign  travel  payments.  One  factor  which  leads  to  this  conclusion  is  the  rising 
level  of  education  in  this  country  which  should  lead  to  more  and  more  people 
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wanting  to  travel  to  foreign  countries  for  its  educational  value.  Second,  as  per 
capita  income  rises,  a larger  percentage  is  available  for  less-essential  spending 
which  would  undoubtedly  include  travel.  Furthermore,  the  anticipated  introduc- 
tion of  airplanes  with  much  larger  capacities  brings  the  prospect  of  lower  air 
fares  which  should  encourage  more  people  to  travel  abroad. 

In  other  words,  the  economic  and  social  trends  in  this  country  can  lead  to  no 
other  conclusion  than  that  our  foi-elgn,  travel  payments  will  increase  year  by 
year.  This  situation,  present  and  future,  presentsi  a problem  that  cannot  be  dis- 
missed or  laughed  off  or  put  under  the  rug. 

The  long-term  solution  to  moderating  our  travel  deficit  lies  in  a strong  program 
to  encourage  travel  by  foreigners  to  the  United  States.  A Task  Force  under  Am- 
bassador McKinney  has  examined  ways  to  achieve  this  goal  and  has  made  a 
series  of  recommendations,  some  of  which  are  already  in  effect.  This  represents  a 
significant  step  towards  a long-term  solution. 

It  cannot  be  expected,  however,  that  travel  by  foreigners  to  the  United  States 
will  serve  to  moderate  sufficiently  the  projected  U.S.  foreign  payments  abroad,  at 
least  over  the  near  future  while  the  recommendations  of  the  Travel  Task  Force 
are  being  put  into  effect  and  their  results  assessed.  The  major  problem  is  that  the 
present  disposable  Income  base  from  which  travel  by  foreigners  can  be  financed 
is  much  smaller  than  the  U.S.  disposable  income  base  from  which  our  foreign 
travel  is  financed.  Moreover,  there  are  fewer  Europeans  than  Americans  with 
sufficient  income  to  finance  travel  overseas. 

If  one  looks  at  the  principal  travel  expenditure  potential  as  located  in  people 
with  incomes  over  $10,000,  there  are  about  five  times  as  many  of  these  travel 
spenders  in  the  United  States  as  there  are  in  the  principal  countries  of  Western 
Eui’ope. 

Moreover,  for  1965,  U.S.  disposable  income  was  about  $470  billion  while  the 
disposable  income  of  the  major  Western'  European  countries  was  around  $276 
billion.  Thus,  even  though  some  Europeans  may  put  a heavier  emphasis  on  travel 
in  their  budget  priorities  than  do  Americans,  and  even  if  there  were  an  immedi- 
ate significant  increase  in  the  percentage  of  disposable  income  spent  by  Euro- 
peans in  travel  to  the  United  States,  the  absolute  dollar  gap  between  their"  spend- 
ing in  the  United  States  and  our  spending  abroad  could  still  grow  over  the  short 
run.  Therefore,  remedial  measures  of  a less  pleasant  and  a more  restraining  nature 
are  necessary. 

The  travel  program  which  we  proposed  to  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Com 
mittee  contained  three  elements: 

1.  Permanent  elimination  of  the  exemption  of  international  flights  from  the 
5 percent  tax  on  airline  tickets. 

2.  Permanent  reductions  in  the  duty-free  allowance  for  articles  brought  into 
the  United  States  by  returning  travelers  and  for  gifts  sent  by  mail. 

3.  A temporary  tax  based  on  expenditures  made  by  travelers  abroad. 

The  bill  before  you,  H.R.  16241,  essentially  carries  out  the  first  two  of  these 
recommendations  but  contains  no  provisions  regarding  the  third. 

Our  total  travel  program  was  estimated  to  yield  an  improvement  in  our  travel 
deficit  of  $500  million,  The  legislation  before  you,  it  is  estimated,  will  improve 
our  balance  of  payments  position  by  $140  million,  less  than  a third  of  the  needed 
$500  miUion.  As  I have  already  indicated,  there  has  been  no  lessening  in  the 
need  for  a savings  nearer  the  proposed  $500  million  level.  Therefore,  I urge 
your  committee  to  add  to  H.B.  16241  a tax,  along  the  general  lines  we  have 
proposed,  to  restrain  spending  in  connection  vsdth  foreign  travel. 

More  specifically,  we  propose  that  a progres,sive  tax  be  imposed  on  foreign 
travel  expenditures.  Under  the  rate  schedule,  the  first  $15.00  per-day  of  expendi- 
tures (computed  on  an  average  basis  over  the  entire  trip)  would  be  exempt  from 
tax : the  total  of  expenditures  in  excess  of  that  basic  exemption  would  be  taxed 
at  a 30-percent  rate.  The  tax  is  structured  in  this  manner  in  order  to  achieve 
the  necessary  balance  of  payments  effect  by  encouraging  travelers  to  keep 
their  spending  to  a modest  level  rather  than  to  cancel  their  trips.  In  this 
way  it  offers  the  greatest  opportunity  for  foreign  exchange  savings  with  the 
minimum  interference  with  travel. 

This  proposal  differs'  in  only  one  major  respect  from  that  which  we  presented 
to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  Under  our  original  proposal,  only  the  first 
$7.00  of  average  daily'  expenditures  would  have  been  compleitely  exempt  from 
tax ; the  next  $8.00  would  have  been  taxed  at  a 15-percent  rate  and  the  excess 
at  the  30-percent  rate.  Thus,  while  practically  all  travelers  would  have  been 
subject  to  at  least  soine  tax,  it  would  have  been  very  modest  for  those  who 
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traveled  modestly  and  generally  would  not  have  required  people  to  cancel 
their  trips. 

Nevertheless,  some  of  those  who  commented  on  our  original  proposal  indicated 
that  even  a modest  tax  would  force  cancellation  of  some  desirable  trips,  especially 
those  made  by  students  and  others  on  very  strict  budgets.  As  revised,  our  pro- 
posal would  avoid  this  possibility  in  that  a student  or  other  traveler  could 
completely  avoid  the  expenditure  tax  by  keeping  his  average  daily  expenditures 
below  $15.00.  This  level  of  daily  expenditures  would  seem  completely  realistic, 
especially  for  the  type  of  trips  taken  by  students  and  others  traveling  on  modest 
budgets.  Moreover,  the  elimination  of  one  of  the  tax  brackets  will  simplify  the 
tax  computation. 

It  has  been  Suggested  that  the  per  diem  exemption  be  replaced  by  a flat  per-trip 
or  per-year  exemption.  This  alternative  presents  certain  problems.  First,  it 
would  graduate  the  degree  of  spending  restraint  by  the  length  of  the  trip,  and, 
by  so  doing,  would  favor  shorter  trips  over  longer  trips.  The  available  statistics 
show  that  in  income  groups  below  $20,000  the  total  expenditures  per  trip  are 
relatively  the  same,  but  the  less  affluent  spend  less  per  day  and  stay  longer.  This 
latter  group  is  heavily  weighted  with  students,  teachers,  and  individuals  visiting 
foreign  relatives,  all  of  whom  are  likely  to  need  extended  trips  in  order  to  meet 
their  objectives.  A per  diem  exclusion  recognizes  this  trend  by  allowing  a basic 
exemption  based  on  the  number  of  days  of  travel.  Thus,  even  those  whose  travel, 
ob.iectives  require  a trip  of  above  average  length  will  be  able  to  take  the  trip 
at  a modest  spending  level  without  undue  concern  for  the  tax.  A flat  exemption 
per  trip  would,  on  the  other  hand,  favor  those  who  take  shorter  trips  by  allowing 
them  a higher  average  per-day  rate  of  expenditures  subject  to  the  exemption. 
This  group  consists  generally  of  the  more  affluent,  where  the  so-called  big  spending 
is  more  likely. 

, Furthermore,  if  the  exemption  were  on  a per-trip  basis,  it  would  unfairly 
favor  frequent  short  trips  over  a single  trip  of  the  same  total  duration.  For 
example,  a person  who  took  four  20-day  trips  would  be  entitled  to  four  times 
the  amount  of  exemption  as  a person  who  took  one  80-day  trip.  Again,  in  this 
respect,  a per-trip  exemption  would  favor  the  wealthy  who  are  more  able  to 
take  many  trips  abroad. 

If  some  provision  were  added  to  limit  the  multiple  trip  problem,  such  as  no 
more  than  one  exemption  per  year,  an  undesirable  degree  of  rigidity  would  be 
interjected  into  the  tax  structure.  For  example,  a businessman  may  honestly 
believe  that  he  is  going  to  take  only  one  trip  during  a year  and,  accordingly,  use 
up  his  whole  exemption  on  that  trip.  If  a business  emergency  were  to  require 
a second  trip,  each  dollar  would  be  subject  to  the  full  30  percent  tax  no  matter 
how  modest  the  spending  by  the  individual.  This  could  result  in  an  unreasonable 
burden.  Thus,  we  recommend  retaining  the  per-diem  approach. 

By  structuring  the  tax  in  the  manner  we  have,  there  is  no  necessity  for  pro- 
viding a list  of  exemptions  for  specific  types  of  travel  which  might  be  considered 
especially  important,  either  from  a business  or  a cultural  standpoint.  Instead,  the 
traveler  can  avoid  or  minimize  the  impact  of  the  tax  by  keeping  his  spending  to 
a modest  level.  It  would  seem  clear  that  specific  exemptions  are  undesirable  as 
they  require  arbitrary  distinctions  and  administrative  complexities. 

On  the  other  hand,  our  proposal  does  draw  a distinction  between  individuals 
who  are  traveling  and  those  who  have  essentially  shifted  their  residence  abroad. 
The  tax  would  not  apply  to  this  iatter  category,  which  includes  businessmen  trans- 
ferred abroad  for  a substantial  period  and  students  and  teachers  who  are  either 
studying  or  teaching  abroad.  In  these  situations,  the  individual  is  likely  to  have 
substantial  expenses  in  setting  up  his  household  with  the  result  that  the  imposi- 
tion of  a tax  might  cause  considerable  hardship.  These  exemptions,  as  well  as 
the  other  details  of  our  proposal,  are  explained  in  the  attached  technical 
explanation. 

We  estimate  that  the  balance  of  payments  savings  from  this  expenditure  tax 
would  be  about  $115  million  to  $140  million  per  year. 

This  travel  tax  has  been  criticized  on  several  different  levels  and,  at  the  risk 
of  appearing  defensive,  I would  like  to  catalog  these  criticisms  and  give  you 
the  other  side.  This  seems  particularly  required  in  view  of  the  general  lack  of 
balance  in  the  te.stiinony  which  has  been  presented  to  date. 

There  are  those  who  argue  that  there  is  no  balance  of  payments  problem. 
I have  already  discussed  this  in  some  detail  and  am  sure  you  are  as  well  aware 
as  I am  that  this  is  just  not  the  fact. 

In  this  regard,  it  has  been  contended  that  we  have  overstated  the  travel 
deficit  by  not  including  the  purchase  of  airplanes  by  foreign  airlines  as  an 
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offsetting  exjienditure  in  the  United  States.  First,  certainly  not  all  foreign  air- 
planes are  used  solely  to  transport  travelers  to  and  from  the  United  States. 
Second,  moving  airplane  sales  from  the  trade  account  to  the  travel  account  will 
not  alter  the  overall  balance  of  payments  deficit  or  the  fact  that  Americans 
spend  about  $4  billlp’n  each  year  In  connection  with  foreign  travel — which  is 
almost  10  percent  of  this  country’s  total  foreign  payments.  Thus,  a mere  book- 
keeping  change  will  not  eliminate  the  immediate  ne^  for  reducing  our  foreign 
travel  payments. 

It  has  frequently  been  stated  that  the  travel  tax  would  interfere  with  the 
Inalienable  right  to  travel.  While  the  value  of  travel  is  unquestionable,  the  fact 
nevertheless  remains  that  a family  must  budget  for  its  travel  outlays  and  so 
must  the  nation  budget  its  Intemaitional  expenditures  to  the  foreign  exchange 
available.  As  I have  already  indicated,  we  have  structured  the  travel  tax  to 
accomplish  this  national  budgeting  with  as  little  interference  with  travel  plans 
as  possible.  The  bulk  of  the  foreign  exchange  savings  will  come  from  reduced 
spending  while  on  a trip,  and  not  through  cancellation  of  the  trip. 

Other  critics  claim  that  an  affirmative  program  restraining  our  travel  expendi- 
tures abroad  will  be  Ineffective  because  of  the  retaliation  it  will  evoke.  An  area 
of  retaliation  frequently  pointed  to  by  these  critics  is  a reduction  in  foreign  orders 
for  U.S.  aircraft.  Close  examination  does  not  lend  credence  to  this  fear.  The 
travel  program  is  specifically  designed  to  have  the  least  Impact  on  the  number  of 
people  traveling  abroad.  This  effect  should  be  even  more  pronounced  with  our 
proposed  modification  in  that  there  would  be  no  exi>enditure  tax  imposed — and 
therefore,  no  motive  to  cancel  the  trip — where  spending  is  below  $15  per  day. 
The  tax  should  thus  have  the  least  effect  on  the  airline  business,  and  therefore 
on  aircraft  orders,  of  any  form  of  restraint  on  travel  expenditures. 

The  next  group  of  critics  focuses  directly  on  the  structure  of  the  travel  tax 
and  takes  the  position  that  it  is  unworkable,  unenforceable,  unfair,  and  ill- 
conceived — to  say  the  least.  They  say  that  the  tax  will  fall  heavily  on  teachers, 
students,  and  other  low  Income  people;  that  it  will  have  little  effect  on  “jet- 
setters  that  it  will  Involve  mountains  of  red  tape ; and  that  it  will  encourage 
prohibition-type  evasion. 

The  proposed  tax  clearly  cannot  be  faulted  on  equity  grounds.  The  tax  is 
progressive  according  to  expenditures,  which,  after  all,  is  the  factor  contribut- 
ing to  the  balance  of  payments  problem. 

It  is  designed  so  that  one  traveling  modestly  will  incur  little  or  no  tax. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  30-percent  rate  on  expenditures  over  $15  per  day  is  a 
significant  continuing  deterrent  to  marginal  expenditures  even  by  the  most  afflu- 
ent traveler. 

A substantial  tax  on  tickets,  such  as  30  percent,  or  a tax  on  each  traveler  in 
a fixed  amount,  or  a tax  graduated  by  the  number  of  days  of  travel  would  fall 
equally  on  the  modest  traveler  and  on  the  lavish  traveler.  Such  taxes  would 
therefore  represent  a far  greater  proportion  of  the  expenditures  of  the  less 
affluent  and  would  be  no  continuing  deterrent  to  the  more  affluent.  In  other  words, 
they  would  be  grossly  Inequitable. 

As  to  enforcement,  just  as  one  can  argue  that  there  are  ways  to  evade  the 
travel  tax,  one  can  argue  that  there  are  ways  to  evade  the  income  tax — ^^and 
some  people  try  it.  Out  of  100  million  returns  filed  in  the  United  States,  however, 
and  out  of  3 million  returns  examined,  there  were  about  1,000  fraud  indict- 
ments last  year.  This  clearly  demonstrates  that  the  great  mass  of  American 
taxpayers  accept  their  responsibility  to  pay  taxes — if  not  happily,  at  least 
honestly.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe  ‘the  travel  tax  would  not  be  accepted  in  the 
same  way. 

Much  of  the  criticism  based  on  complexity  and  evasion  involves  a misconcep- 
tion of  the  tax.  The  tax  does  not  involve  the  itemization  of  any  expenditures. 
Therefore  the  picture  presented  by  some  critics  of  European  hotel  clerks  busily 
grinding  out  $3  receipts  for  $25  suites  would  not  materialize.  The  tax  is  based 
on  the  difference  between  the  amount  of  money  and  traveler’s  checks  a traveler 
leaves  the  United  States  with  and  the  amount  left  when  he  returns.  This  will  be 
the  extent  of  the  computation  for  most  travelers.  For  those  who  use  credit  cards 
and  personal  checks,  these  amounts  would  be  added.  But  no  one  need  carry 
pencils  and  pads — or  take  his  accountant — with  him  on  his  trip  to  Europe. 

The  final  level  of  criticism  is  that,  even  accepting  the  need  for  a travel  tax 
and  the  structure  of  this  proposal,  it  cannot  do  the  job  of  effecting  the  antici- 
pated balance  of  payments  savings.  These  critics  point  to  the  fact  that  the  tax 
is  applicable  only  to  travelers  outside  the  Western  Hemisphere  and,  moreover, 
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that  large  groups  of  such  travelers,  such  as  businessmen,  persons  visiting  rela- 
tives in  Europe,  teachers  and  students,  will  travel  to  Europe  despite  the  tax. 
They  claim  that  it  will  have  no  effect  on  the  wealthy.  They  therefore  contend 
that  the  base  on  which  the  tax  can  operate  is  only  vacation  travel  outside  the 
Western  Hemisphere  by  middle  income  people  and  that  a base  so  limited  is 
insufficient  to  yield  the  balance  of  payments  savings  we  are  seeking. 

This  criticism  ignores  the  structure  of  the  tax.  The  tax  indeed  assumes  that 
most  travelers  to  Europe  will  not  cancel  their  trips.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  fair 
to  assume  that  all  types  of  travelers  will  respond  in  some  degree  to  the  tax, 
either  by  keeping  their  spending  below  the  exemption  level,  by  shortening  their 
stay  by  a few  days,  or  by  eliminating  some  marginal  expenses.  Indeed,  a traveler 
contemplating  spending  $25  a day  could  absorb  the  entire  tax,  including  the 
ticket  tax,  by  cutting  only  4 days  from  a 30-day  trip.  If  the  $25  a day  traveler 
wanted  to  spend  his  full  30  days  in  Europe,  he  could  offset  the  tax  by  reducing 
his  expenditures  to  about  $22  a day.  It  is  therefore  reasonable  to  believe  that 
travelers  of  all  types  will  examine  their  spending  plans  with  the  tax  in  mind. 
On  this  basis,  a $115  million  to  $140  million  balance  of  payments  savings  out  of 
the  almost  $1.5  billion  in  contemplated  travel  expenditures  for  travel  outside 
the  Western  Hemisphere  seems  clearly  attainable. 

It  is  also  reasonable  to  expect  that  this  would  be  a real  savings  and  not  pro- 
duce just  a transfer  of  the  travel  to  countries  In  the  Western  Hemisphere.  There 
may,  of  course,  be  a certain  number  of  travelers  who  will  revise  their  plans. 
But  it  is  clear  that  the  existing  tourist  facilities  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  out- 
side of  the  United  States  will  not  accommodate  a large  amount  of  additional 
tourism. 

In  other  words,  the  tax  is  designed  to  meet  equitably  the  need  for  temporary 
restraint  on  foreign  travel  spending,  with  due  regard  to  the  varying  types  of 
travelers.  Its  mechanics  for  the  vast  majority  of  travelers  are  uncomplicated 
and  can  be  readily  understood  and  satisfied.  The  tax,  thus,  offers  an  essential 
and  feasible  bridge  to  the  time  when  our  longer-range  programs  to  increase 
tourism  to  the  United  States  take  hold. 

If  no  measure  is  enacted  to  deal  directly  with  expenditures  by  U.S.  travelers, 
the  overall  improvement  required  in  our  balance  of  payments  po>sition  can  be 
achieved  only  if  other  sectors  of  the  . economy  contribute  more  than  their  fair 
share.  Thus,  I consider  the  foreign  travel  tax  today,  as  I did  on  February  5,  an 
essential  part  of  our  balance  of  payments  program.  The  confidence  of  the  rest 
of  the  world  in  our  dollar  depends,  in  part,  upon  the  resolve  we  demonstrate  to 
put  our  financial  house  in  order.  The  bill  before  you  today  is  a step  in  the  right 
direction  as  weU  as  a solid  structural  revision  in  our  tax  and  Customs  laws. 
But  the  dramatic  demonstration  of  our  resolve  and  a sizable  reduction  in  our 
travel  deficit  rests  upon  the  absent  portion  of  the  Administration’s  program — 
the  foreign  travel  tax. 

IV.  Conclusion 

In  conclusion,  I urge  that  this  Committee  take  immediate  and  affirmative 
action  to  narrow  the  balance  of  payments  deficit  in  our  foreign  travel  account. 
The  first  step  is  to  approve,  subject  to  the  revisions  we  have  recommended,  the 
extension  of  the  air  ticket  tax  and  the  customs  measures  included  in  H.E.  16241. 
The  second  is  to  add  to  this  bill  the  tax  we  have  proposed  to  encourage  restraint 
in  foreign  travel  spending.  In  this  form,  H.R.  16241  would  represent  a balanced 
and  effective  program  for  dealing  with  the  important  balance  of  payments 
problem  in  the  travel  area.  Solution  of  this  problem,  in  turn,  is  critical  if  we 
are  to  improve  our  overall  balance  of  payments  deficit — an  improvement  that  is 
so  necessary  to  maintain  strength  and  confidence  in  the  dollar. 


Exhibit  26. — Statement  by  Under  Secretary  Barr,  September  14,  1967,  before  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee,  on  S.  2100,  which  provides  certain  encouragements 
to  the  construction  or  rehabilitation  of  low-income  housing 

I am  pleased  to  have  this  opportunity  to  testify  on  the  bill  S.  2100,  which  pro- 
vides certain  encouragements  to  the  construction  or  rehabilitation  of  low-income 
housing. 

We  recognize  that  this  hearing  will  serve  to  call  attention  to  various  approaches 
to  the  goal  of  increasing  the  supply  of  adequate  housing  in  poverty  areas.  Both 
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the  goal  and  the  desire  to  explore  all  approaches  are  most  laudable.  As  is  always 
the  case  with  Government  policies,  we  must  be  ready  to  evaluate  alternative 
means  of  achieving  our  ob,iective  and  consider  that  objective  in  the  light  of  other 
calls  upon  our  resources.  The  bill  introduces  new  ideas  in  the  approach  to  the 
problem  of  low-income  housing,  such  as  the  increased  reliance  on  equity  invest- 
ment, which  justify  a careful  study. 

I shall  address  myself  to  the  .tax  and  loan  provisions  of  S.  2100.  Briefly,  the 
bill  allows  generous  investment  credits,  generous  depreciation  provisions,  gen- 
ei’ous  capital  gain  treatment  after  10  years,  a partial  relief  from  local  property 
taxes,  and  a generous  low  interest  loan. 

All  of  these  tax  and  loan  benefits  are  conditioned  on  the  housing  project  meet- 
ing certain  standards  as  to  acceptability  as  low-income  or  moderate-income  hous- 
ing. These  standards  are  administered  by  the  Secretary  of  HUD.  I shall  not  add 
anything  to  the  evaluation  of  these  provisions  as  respects  a desirable  hou.sing' 
policy  since  Secretary  Weaver  has  already  commented  on  this.  I shall  have  a few 
remarks  to  make  later  on  about  the  problem  of  linking  tax  treatment  to  findings 
as  to  compliance  with  conditions  established  toy  Government  Departments  other 
than  Treasury. 

I shall  not  iundertake  to  repeat  the  details  of  the  bill’s  tax  .provisions,  but  I 
shall  draw  your  attention  to  certain  broad  aspects  of  the  way  these  tax  provisions 
are  set  forth  in  the  bill. 

(1)  The  investment  credit  anti  the  depreciation  provision  are  structured  to 
pi'ovide  more  tax  benefits  the  larger  the  proportion  of  equity  that  is  put  into  the 
project,  though  as  I shall  point  out  later  the  structure  of  the  bill  as  a whole 
does  not  always  provide  a better  rate  of  return  for  higher  equity. 

(2)  The  investment  credit  and  the  depreciation  provisions  are  structured  to 
yield  tax  benefits  even  if  the  housing  project  itself  is  unprofitable.  Actually,  the 
depreciation  is  so  generous  that  the  normal  expectation  would  be  for  the  housing 
project  to  show  a loss  for  tax  purposes ; and  the  only  way  the  taxpayer  could 
realize  the  offered  tax  benefits  would  be  to  use  them  against  taxable  income 
from  other  sources,  This  would  be  easy  if  the  housing  investor  is  a large  com- 
pany with  diversified  interests,  especially  non-real  estate  interest  because  even 
ordinary  real  estate  investments  tend  to  show  losses  for  tax  purposes.  To 
facilititate  this  use  of  excess  deductions  on  the  housing  project,  the  bill  also 
amends  Subchapter,  S,  the  provisions  that  allow  certain  corporations  to  elect  to 
be  taxed  in  a way  generally  similar  to  the  .taxation  of  partnerships.  This  will 
permit  the  organization  of  an  eligible  housing  project  by  a group  of  individuals 
with  the  Intent  of  using  the  excess  deductions  against  their  ordinary  income  from 
other  sources. 

(3)  Finally,  the  various  tax  benefits  are  designed  to  encourage  a 10-year  hold- 
ing period  by  the  original  investors.  The  provisions  dealing  with  sale  are  also 
structured  to  encourage  sale  to  another  organization  that  will  have  the  purpose  of 
offering  low-income  housing. 

General  remarks  on  the  tax  incentive  approach 

I want  to  comment  first  on  this  use  of  tax  incentives  to  encourage  non-revenue 
objectives  involving  a narrow  group  of  taxpayers. 

My  first  point  is  that  there  are  no  special  tax  disadvantages  to  real  estate 
investment.  There  would  be  a case  for  considering  changes  in  the  tax  law  if  it 
were  contended  that  the  tax  law  provides  special  tax  disadvantages  or  tax 
barriers  to  housing  investment.  The  advocates  of  this  legislation  have  not  claimed 
that  present  tax  law  is  loaded  against  real  estate  investment  or  against  low- 
income  housing  investment.  Rather  they  state  that  the  problem  arises  within 
the  housing  field,  that  given  the  level  of  building  and  rehabilitation  costs,  con- 
struction cannot  be,  undertaken  which  yields  a positive  profit  when  rents  are 
charged  which  are  a reasonable  proportion  of  the  income  of  moderate-  and  low- 
income  individuals.  The  advocates  of  S.  2100  contend  that  this  inconsistency  be- 
tween building  costs  and  reasonable  rent  levels  should  be  offset  by  very  generous 
tax  provisions. 

This  makes  S.  2100  plainly  an  effort  to  achieve  nonrevenue  objectives  through 
the  tax  system.  What  can  be  said  about  this? 

To  answer  this  question,  I would  like  to  start  off  toy  saying  that  we  ought  to 
begin  with  the  assumption  that  an  investor  chooses  between  altemative  invest- 
ments on  the  basis  of  net  aftenlax  income  in  relation  to  investment.  I shall  ad- 
dress myself  later  to  the  question  of  whether  there  are  differences  from  the 
investor’s  standpoint  or  the  Government’s  standpoint  between  dollars  that  are 
“paid”  as  tax  reductions  and  dollars  that  are  “paid”  in  other  ways.  It  is  useful 
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first,  however,  to  recognize  the  basic  similarity  between  a dollar  benefit  received 
from  tax  savings  and  dollar  benefit  from  direct  Government  outlays.  Each  is  a 
buck. 

A tax  saving  can  always  be  reproduced  by  some  form  of  Government  payment 
program.  A tax  credit  of  10  percent  of  an  investment  provides  the  same  result 
as  giving  an  investor  10  percent  of  the  cost  of  his  investment.  Allowing  a tax- 
payer to  speed  up  depreciation  deductions  by  taking,  say,  20  percent  of  the  cost 
in  the  first  year  permits  a corporate  taxpayer  to  reduce  its  tax  payment  by  48 
percent  of  this  deduction  in  the  first  year,  and  it  increases  the  tax  payments  at 
some  future  time  when  the  deduction  would  otherwise  have  been  taken.  This 
benefit  can  be  reproduced  by  offering  the  taxpayer  an  interest  free  loan  equal 
to  the  amount  of  tax  saving  from  the  rapid  depreciation  to  be  repaid  in  the 
future  when  he  would  have  otherwise  taken  the  depreciation. 

I cannot  stress  this  point  too  strongly.  There  is  no  magic  which  permits  Gov- 
ernment to  give  away  tax  dollars  and  have  a lesser  budget  impact  than  if  it 
had  given  away  expenditure  dollars,  nor  does  a dollar  of  net  budget  cost  have 
a different  impact  on  the  investor’s  after-tax  rate  of  return  if  it  is  incurred  as 
tax  reduction  or  as  direct  outlay. 

While  there  is  this  broad  comparability  between  tax  incentive  programs  and 
loan  or  expenditure  programs,  there  are  some  significant  differences  which  must 
be  kept  in  mind.  To  be  very  clear,  let  me  specify  that  I am  comparing  a tax  and 
an  expenditure  program  which  produce  the  same  net  benefits  for  the  investor 
and  have  the  same  net  cost  to  the  Government.  For  illustration,  one  may  want 
to  think  of  a tax  incentive  which  provides  an  annual  tax  credit  for  low-income 
housing  investment  exactly  equal  to  the  benefit  that  the  investor  would  gain 
from  an  annual  direct  payment,  which  we  might  call  a rent  supplement.  This 
hypothetical  tax  credit  could  be  made  available  under  exactly  the  same  terms 
that  rent  supplements  are  made  available  under  present  law.  The  question  comes 
down  to : “What  are  the  advantages  or  disadvantages  of  building  this  rent  sup- 
plement program  into  the  tax  law  ?” 

One  difference  is  that  the  tax  route  does  not  provide  assistance  to  the  indi- 
vidual or  corporation  which  has  limited  income  from  other  sources  and  which 
therefore  cannot  make  full  use  of  the  tax  Incentives.  A system  of  direct  payments 
on  the  other  hand  could  provide  benefits  even  where  the  particular  housing 
investment  was  the  only  activity  of  the  inve.stor  being  benefited.  One  would  think 
that  this  was  a general  disadvantage  of  providing  incentives  through  the  tax 
system.  The  supporters  of  S.  2100,  however,  apparently  believe  that  it  is  the 
large  businesses  which  ought  tO'  be  attracted  into  the  low-income  housing  field 
and  that  they  take  it  as  no  disadvantage  to  their  tax  approach  that  the  benefits 
are  only  helpful  to  taxpayers  with  incomes  from  other  sources.  This  I might  add 
is  not  a particular  advantage  of  the  tax  approach  since  this  sort  of  condition 
could  be  built  into  the  rent  supplement  program  if  we  agree  that  the  condition 
is  a desirable  one. 

Another  difference  between  the  tax  and  expenditure  routes  is  that  the  tax 
benefits,  where  they  are  related  to  increased  deductions,  vary  in  amount  accord- 
ing to  tte  effective  tax  rate  of  the  taxpayer.  The  tax  benefit  of  rapid  deprecia- 
tion can  be  as  high  as  70  percent  for  the  individual  taxpayer  in  the  top  bracket 
or  as  low  as  14  percent  for  a low-income  investor.  S.  2100  does  provide  some  tax 
benefits  that  work  through  extra  deductions,  so  that  it  will  thus  afford  different 
relief  for  different  taxpayers. 

This  I should  point  out  works  in  directly  the  opposite  direction  to^  the  normal 
incentive  generated  by  a free  pricing  system.  In  a free  pricing  system  the  usual 
response  to  shortages  is  an  increase  in  price  and,  consequently,  an  increasing 
income  to  people  who  can  provide  the  service  in  short  supply.  This  increasing 
income  would  be  subject  to  the  usual  tax  rules,  and  a person  in  the  70-percent 
bracket  would  find  that  he  could  keep  30  percent  of  income  earned  by  providing 
the  services  just  as  he  could  keep  30  percent  of  any  other  income  he  had  earned. 
The  investor  in  the  30-percent  bracket  would  find  that  he  could  keep  70  percent 
in  both  cases.  When  we  structure  the  incentive,  however,  as  an  additional  tax 
deduction  rather  than  as  a price  increase,  the  incentive  is  far  more  attractive 
to  the  high-income  taxpayer  than  it  is  to  the  low-income  taxpayer. 

It  becomes  a matter  of  careful  calculation  for  each  investor,  and  his  tax  ad- 
viser, to  determine  how  much  this  extra  depreciation  is  worth  in  the  particular 
case  and  whether  or  not  this  justifies  accepting  a lower  before-tax  return.  It 
may  be  useful  to  point  to  the  analogous  situation  of  tax-exempt  bonds.  One  can- 
not answer  the  general  question : “Are  municipals  a better  investment  than  U.S. 
Governments?”  without  examining,  and  making  assumptions,  about  the  future 
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total  income  prospects  of  the  investor.  The  value  of  the  tax  exemption  depends 
upon  future  tax  rates.  It  is  well  known  that  tax-exempt  bonds  are  attractive  in- 
vestments to  high-income  taxpayers  but  not  to  low-income  taxpayers.  It  is  also 
suggested  in  the  literature  on  the  tax  exemption  that  this  constitutes  a rather 
ineflScient  incentive  because  the  net  incentive  effect  must  work  through  the  mar- 
ginal investor  who  will  get  less  advantage  from  the  exemption  than  higher  bracket 
investors,  and  somei  of  the  benefit  afforded  the  high-bracket  investor  is  wasted. 

Another  difference  between  the  tax  solution  and  the  expenditure  solution 
is  that  reliance  on  tax  incentives  for  nonrevenue  objectives  divides  the  Govern- 
ment consideration  of  social  problems.  Let  me  go  back  to  my  hypothetical  ex- 
ample of  a tax  credit  system  which  provided  exactly  the  same  benefits  as  a 
rent  supplement  program.  By  throwing  these  benefits  into  the  tax  system  we 
have  not  changed  the  basic  fact  that  this  is  still  a major  housing  problem,  but 
we  have  gotten  the  Treasury  Department  and  the  Finance  Committee  and  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  into  the  act  at  the  cost  of  reducing  the  ability 
of  the  Department  of  HUD  and  the  congressional  committees  that  normally 
deal  with  housing  problems  to  act  on  the  total  housing  picture.  I don’t  want 
to  suggest  that  the  two  tax  committees  are  necessarily  inadequate  to  decide  on 
housing  policy — or  on  all  other  social  problems— but  I can  speak  from  a personal 
standpoint  that  I see  no  reason  why  the  Treasury  Department  has  any  par- 
ticular competence  in  making  judgments  as  to  what  constitutes  good  hous- 
ing policy ; and  converting  the  rent  supplement  arrangement  into  tax  credits 
would  simply  push  the  Treasury  into  this  position. 

A further  aspect  of  converting  an  expenditure  program  into  a set  of  tax 
benefits  is  that  it  tends  to  get  isolated  from  the  budget  review  process.  An  ex- 
penditure program  is  examined  regularly  in  the  preparation  of  the  President’s 
budget  and  in  the  appropriation  process.  A tax  provision  rarely  gets  reviewed. 
I might  suggest  that  the  whole  problem  of  tax  reform  to  a large  extent  comes 
down  to  Incentives  and  preferences  that  have  been  adopted  at  various  times 
and  never  systematically  reviewed  to  determine  whether  the  Government  is 
getting  what  it  pays  for.  This  does  not  mean  that  under  a direct  program  we 
cannot  provide  a particular  Investor  reasonable  assurance  that  benefits  agreed 
upon  will  in  fact  be  forthcoming.  It  does  mean  that  under  a direct  program 
we  can  make  changes  in  the  program  when  these  become  desirable,  whereas 
experience  has  shown  time  after  time  that  it  is  extremely  hard  to  make  changes 
where  tax  benefits  are  involved. 

A final  difficulty  of  structuring  these  benefits  into  the  tax  law  is  the  precedent 
problem.  There  are  an  enormous  number  of  other  tax  incentive  proposals. 
The  list  is  so  long  that  I could  not  include  them  all,  but  let  me  give  you  the 
flavor  of  It.  There  are  bills  to  provide — 

A tax  credit  for  tuition  and  expenses  of  higher  education. 

A tax  credit  to  encourage  contributions  to  higher  education. 

A tax  credit  to  encourage  worker  training. 

A tax  credit  to  encourage  industrial  pollution  control. 

A.tax  credit  to  encourage  airport  development. 

A tax  credit  for  underground  transmission  lines. 

A tax  credit  for  exports. 

A tax  credit  for  freight  cars. 

A tax  credit  to  encourage  gold  mining. 

A tax  credit  to  encourage  hiring  older  workers,  and  so  on  and  so  on. 

I cannot  help  but  observe  that  if  we  go  along  this  tax  incentive  route  the 
Treasury  Department  would  soon  be  making  the  crucial  decisions  in  almost  all 
matters  of  domestic  economic  policy.  This  would,  of  course,  require  a larger 
staff ; and  it  has  enormous  possibilities  for  empire  building.  We  would,  however, 
prefer  to  decline  this  honor. 

The  proponents  of  S.  2100  imply  that  there  might  be  some  net  advantages  of 
the  tax  approach  over  the  expenditure  approach.  I shall  address  myself  to  two 
of  these.  One  argument  advanced  is  that  the  Congress  might  vote  for  a tax 
program  where  it  would  not  vote  for  an  expenditure  program  which  provided 
precisely  the  same  benefits  at  precisely  the  same  cost — or  even  a lower  cost.  I 
question  the  validity  of  this  argument.  In  a democracy  we  must  face  up  to  some 
decisions,  and  we  must  be  willing  to  abide  by  the  decisions  that  our  procedures 
reach.  The  Congress  may  or  may  not  be  willing  to  approve  a program  of  budget 
losses  and  housing  benefits.  If  that  program  is  rejected  on  its  own  merits,  it 
would  seem  that  restating  it  as  a tax  reduction  is  akin  to  seeking  a backdoor 
expenditure  where  it  is  harder  for  people  to  see  just  what  are  the  costs  and 
benefits  involved  in  the  expenditure. 
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Another  argument  which  seems  to  be  implied  in  support  of  S.  2100  is  that 
the  business  response  to  a tax  incentive  would  be  better  because  there  is  a feel- 
ing that  there  is  something  wrong  about  accepting  a direct  payment  from  the 
Government  but  something  honorable  about  earning  one’s  tax  bill  through 
tax  benefits.  Basically,  this  viewpoint  attributes  a good  deal  of  irrationality  to 
business  firms.  It  says  in  effect  that  they  would  not  make  a careful  comparison 
of  net  returns  but  would  arbitrarily  reject  some  worthwhile  profit  prospects 
because  the  incentives  were  cast  in  the  form  of  a direct  subsidy  rather  than 
a tax  subsidy.  The  experience  with  the  SST  program — 'and  other  subsidy  pro- 
grams— suggests  that  business  firms  do  make  careful  calculations  on  their  profit 
prospects  taking  direct  subsidies  into  account.  In  fact,  since  the  benefits  of  tax 
incentives  vary  depending  on  the  estimated  tax  position  of  the  investor,  the  calcu- 
lation of  the  expected  returns  in  'a  'Specific  case  can  become  more  complicated 
when  special  tax  benefits  are  involved.  It  seems  disingenuous  to  assume  that 
investors  will  do  a lot  of  things  in  order  to  gain  somewhat  uncertain  benefits  in 
the  form  of  tax  reduction  that  they  would  not  do  to  win  benefits  of  exactly 
calculable  amounts  through  some  other  system. 

The  particular  incentives  of  the  bill  S.  2100 

Secretary  Weaver  has  discussed  some  cost  comparison  of  S.  2100  and  other 
methods  of  providing  incentives  to  low-income  housing.  The  evaluation  of  the 
particular  incentives  under  S.  2100  in  terms  of  returns  to  the  investor  requires 
analysis  of  the  benefits  under  a variety  of  assumed  patterns  of  investing  in 
real  estate  and  a variety  of  tax  situations  of  the  investor.  The  complexities  here 
are  so  involved  that  we  hesitate  to  offer  any  general  conclusions.  Some  com- 
ments are  appropriate,  however. 

The  bill  provides  increasing  tax  benefits  for  investors  with  a higher  portion 
of  the  cost  of  the  project  covered  by  equity  investment.  The  bill  defines  equity 
investment  as  the  difference  between  the  total  cost  of  the  project  and  the  face 
amount  of  any  mortgage  insured  under  Section  235  of  the  National  Housing  Act. 
This  treats  as  a 100-percent  equity  case  a project  financed  largely  by  a conven- 
tional mortgage.  This  would  produce  the  result,  for  example,  that  if  the  project 
is  financed  w.ith  a 78-percent  commercial  mortgage  then  the  investment  credit 
in  the  first  year  would  be  equal  to  the  entire  real  equity  investment  in  the 
project.  After  the  first  year  the  investor  could  have  gotten  the  full  amount  of 
bis  own  investment  back  from  the  investment  credit  alone  and  in  addition  would 
have  substantial  benefits  from  the  accelerated  depreciation  which  is  offered  and 
from  the  net  return  provided  in  the  bill.  The  value  of  the  depreciation  deductions 
alone,  in  the  first  five  years  of  operation  for  a taxpayer  in  the  70-percent  bracket, 
would  be  equivalent  to  an  additional  return  equal  to  more  than  his  Initial  in- 
vestment. Over  a 20-year  holding  period  the  bill  seems  to  provide  tax  benefits 
in  gross  amount  equal  to  a'bout  the  full  cost  of  the  project,  even  after  making 
allowance  for  the  payment  on  the  mortgage  if  we  assume  that  the  mortgage  is 
a 20  year — 6 percent  loan.  After  the  20  years  an  Investor  who  had  put  up  a $1 
million  project  and  was  in  a sufficiently  high  tax  bracket  would  seem  to  have 
made  tax  savings  of  $1  million ; and  he  would  be  the  outright  owner  of  a housing 
project  which  on  the  basis  of  experience  with  real  estate  values  would  still  be 
worth  not  much  less  than  $1  million,  and  under  the  bill  he  would  be  entitled  to 
start  taking  depreciation  on  a restored  basis  of  $780,000. 

In  different  circumstances,  where  there  is  no  conventional  mortgage,  it  ap- 
pears that  despite  the  intentions  of  . the  authors  of  the  bill  the  rate  of  return 
under  S.  2100  will  not  be  better  for  a high  equity  investment  than  it  will  be  for  a 
low  equity  investment.  This  is  likely  to  be  the  case  if  the  taxpayer  is  in  a lower 
bracket.  In  one  sense  this  is  a problem  that  could  possibly  be  modified  by 
restructuring  the  bilk  The  apparent  objective  of  making  high  equity  investment 
relatively  more  attractive  could  be  accomplished  by  either  charging  a higher  rate 
on  the  guaranteed  loan  or  by  providing  sharper  graduation  of  the  investment 
credit.  The  heavy  reliance  in  the  structure  of  benefits  on  rapid  depreciation  would 
seem  to  make  the  results  of  the  bill  necessarily  erratic  between  taxpayer's  at  high 
or  low  marginal  tax  rates. 

One  point  to  be  drawn  from  this  goes  back  to  the  point  I made  earlier  that  the 
use  of  tax  incentive  devices  makes  it  extremely  difficult  to  calculate  how  much 
we  are  paying  for  an  increase  in  some  desired  Investment. 

Another  problem  in  this  portion  of  the  bill  has  to  do  with  whether  or  not  we 
really  want  a very  high  equity  investment.  In  a basic  sense  the  cost  to  Govern- 
ment of  any  system  of  incentives  for  low-income  housing  will  have  to  be  the 
difference  between  what  we  expect  the  tenants  to  pay  in  rent  and  the  total  return 
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necessary  to  make  the  investment  attractive  to  an  investor.  Lenders  expect  a 
lower  return  than  equity  holders.  If  90  percent  of  the  initial  investment  can  be 
accomplished  through  borrowing  with  a return  of  about  6 percent  on  that  90 
percent,  the  cost  of  the  total  program  to  the  Government  will  be  less  than  it 
would  be  if  50  percent  or  90  percent  of  the  investment  represented  equity  funds 
and  which  would  require  Government  contributions  large  enough  to  provide  a 
prospective  12  percent  to  15  percent  aftertax  rate  of  return  on  those  equity  funds. 
To  accomplish  our  goals  in  the  low-income  housing  field  as  economically  as  possi- 
ble, it  would  appear  that  we  should  rely  heavily  on  the  use  of  borrowed  funds. 
The  leverage  provided  by  borrowed  funds  can  guarantee  a sufiiciently  high  return 
on  a net  equity  investment  so  as  to  attract  equity  investors.  Some  advice  that  we 
have  gathered  from  people  in  the  real  estate  business  suggests  that  increasing 
available  mortgage  money  for  low-income  housing  would  be  fully  as  effective,  and 
cheaper,  than  attracting  more  equity  money.  On  this  point  the  committee  will 
want  to  get  views  from  people  with  knowledge  of  the  real  estate  business. 

Since  this  committee  Is  particularly  concerned  with  the  Government’s  admin- 
istrative budget,  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  any  program  which  can  be  operated 
through  the  private  banking  system  with  a loan  guarantee  will  involve  lower 
administrative  budget  deficits  than  a program  which  requires  Government  to 
provide  the  loans  directly.  The  device  of  2-percent  interest  in  S.  2100  will  require 
direct  Government  financing  and  mean  substantially  high  short-term  budget  costs 
for  any  net  incentive  provided. 

We  have  some  technical  problems  with  the  draft  of  S.  2100  which  I shall  not  go 
into,  but  I shall  submit  a statement  for  the  record  on  these  points. 

The  tax  law  and  real  estate  investment  generally 

It  is  appropriate  to  add  some  remarks  on  the  general  situation  of  investment  in 
real  estate  including  housing  under  the  present  tax  law. 

Real  estate  Investments  qualify  for  the  accelerated  depreciation  methods  pro- 
vided under  the  1954  Code  revision.  There  is  no  record  of  critical  consideration 
at  that  time  of  the  appropriateness  of  applying  these  methods  to  buildings,  and 
indeed  it  appears  that  these  methods  were  adopted  entirely  with  investment  in 
machinei-y  and  equipment  in  mind. 

Due  in  part  to  the  inappropriateness  of  the  allowable  depreciation,  a pattern 
has  developed  in  building  investment  wherein  the  original  investors  often  hold 
the  property  for  much  less  than  the  useful  life  during  which  time  the  deprecia- 
tion deduction  is  very  high  in  relation  to  the  cash  flow,  resulting  in  little  or  no 
current  tax.  When  the  depreciation  base  is  largely  exhausted,  the  property  is 
sold,;  and  a substantial  capital  gain  is  realized.  The  Treasury  made  recommenda- 
tions in  both  1961  and  1963  for  cutting  back  on  this  pattern  of  realizing  normal 
investment  returns  at  capital  gain  rates.  A slight  cutback  was  enacted  by  the 
Congress  in  1964. 

Another  part  of  the  picture  of  the  tax  treatment  of  real  estate  investment  is 
that  the  7-percent  investment  credit  does  not  apply  to  buildings.  In  substance  we 
have  the  result  that  real  estate  investment  gets  tax  encouragements  in  forms 
different  from  those  offered  investors  in  machinery  and  equipment.  The  Treasury 
Department  is  engaged  in  research  to  evaluate  the  impact  of  present  tax  provi- 
sions and  possible  alternatives  on  real  estate  investment,  and  several  outside 
consultants  are  involved  in  the  research. 

In  conclusion  let  me  repeat  my  initial  comment  that  S.  2100  raises  important 
issues.  I have  tried  to  draw  attention  to  several  major  aspects,  including  the 
technique  of  casting  benefits  in  the  form  of  specialized  tax  reductions  and  the 
emphasis  on  high  equity  investment.  Both  of  these  aspects  have  disadvantages  of 
which  the  committee  should  be  aware.  I believe  that  these  hearings,  providing  as 
they  do,  an  opportunity  carefully  to  consider  and  weigh  as  objectively  as  possible 
the  varying  approaches  to  an  objective  which  we  all  share  will  prove  to  be  a very 
helpful  step  forward  in  this  area. 


Exhibit  27. — Remarks  by  Assistant  Secretary  Surrey,  May  15,  1968,  before  the 
Boston  Economic  Club,  Boston,  on  the  Federal  tax  system — current  activities 
and  future  possibilities 

Major  changes  in  the  Federal  tax  system  have  now  become  an  annual  ex- 
perience. That  system  is  so  directly  involved  in  our  domestic  and  international 
activities  that  the  constant  changes  in  those  activities  and  concerns  are  reflected 
in  alterations  of  our  tax  structure.  Sometimes  the  tax  changes  that  take  place 
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in  a given  year  are  the  result  of  events  that  develop  during  that  year  and  require 
a prompt  tax  response.  Sometimes — perhaps  more  often — the  changes  are  the 
culmination  of  cornsiderations  and  forces  that  began  to  gather  several,  perhaps 
many,  years  in  the  past.  As  a consequence,  a survey  of  the  Federal  tax  scene 
requires  not  only  a description  of  current  legislative  activities  but  also  an 
examination  of  current  discussions  and  studies  that  may  lead  to  legislative 
involvement  in  the  future. 

Current  legislative  activities 

The  major  activity  in  Federal  tax  legislation  in  1968  is  the  emerging  tax 
increase  bill.  One  should  really  refer  to  the  time  span  of  that  bill  as  1967-68 
because  the  surcharge  proposal  has  been  before  the  Congress  since  last  August. 
The  tax  increase  proposal  has  had  a tortuous  journey,  and  the  Secretai-y  of  the 
Treasury  throughout  has  had  to  play  many  roles.  At  times  he  has  been  a tax 
Candide,  seeing  progress  in  this  procedural  move  or  that  statement  by  a legis- 
lator when  all  else  saw  only  set  back.  At  times  he  has  sorrowfully  been  a tax 
Cassandra,  as  crises  recurred  in  the  international  markets  and  gold  filled  the 
headlines.  And  at  many  another  time  he  has  been  the  ambulance  surgeon  on  the 
emergency  call  or  even  a Dr.  Christiaan  Baimard — always  able  to  detect  a pulse 
or  heartbeat  when  all  others  had  put  away  their  stethoscopes. 

There  are  certainly  many  interesting  facets  of  that  journey.  For  one,  the  fore- 
casting that  underlay  the  recommendation  for  a tax  increase  was  on  target 
throughout.  The  economic  pace  of  the  economy  was  clearly  foretold— a pause 
in  the  first  part  of  1967,  a rise  in  the  second  half  that  would,  in  the  absence  of  a 
tax  increase,  amount  to  an  accelerated  rate  of  growth  that  would  be  too  rapid  for 
our  economic  health.  The  domestic  and  international  consequences  that  would 
accompany  the  unacceptable  deficit  position  obtaining  without  a tax  increase 
were  also  accurately  foretold — rises  in  interest  rates,  an  inflationary  trend  in 
prices,  a setback  to  our  trade  surplus  because  of  increased  imports,  a severely 
weakened  balance  of  payments  position,  and  attacks  on  the  dollar  in  the  inter- 
national monetary  field.  The  actual  proving  out  of  such  a forecast  is  itself  some- 
what of  a rare  event  where  the  forecast  is  the  basis  for  policy  action  designed  to 
affect  the  events  forecast — to  prevent  too  steep  a rise  or  to  brake  a fall — and 
thus  prevent  prediction  from  becoming  history.  And  so  when  a forecast  calling 
for  policy  change  has  become  actuality,  then  policy  moves  have  gone  astray — in 
this  case  through  the  passage  of  time.  The  enactment  of  the  tax  increase  will 
start  us  on  the  journey  away  from  all  these  dangerous  instabilities  to  a more 
secure  position  at  home  and  abroad. 

Nor  was  the  need  for  a tax  increase  a special  phenomenon  of  the  new  economics 
or  a matter  of  so-called  fine  tuning.  Indeed,  it  was  in  response  to  a traditional 
reason  tor  a tax  increase — the  need  for  revenues  to  meet  rising  expenditures  of 
Government  caused  by  our  involvement  in  hostilities.  The  United  States,  ever 
since  the  ill-advised  tax  increase  in  the  Depression,  has  not  required  an  Increase 
in  income  taxes  except  in  a time  of  hostilities,  lor  it  is  only  in  such  a period  that 
Government  expenditures  have  outrun  revenues.  Thus,  in  one  sense  the  surcharge 
proposal  was  a classic  textbook  case  for  a tax  increase. 

But  the  textbooks  would  have  missed  some  other  facets  of  the  fiscal  scene. 
One  of  these  has  been  the  desire  of  the  Congress  and  the  committees  charged 
with  the  revenue  policy — especially  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee — and  on 
whom  falls  the  task  of  increasing  taxes,  to  achieve  a coordination  between 
congressional  consideration  of  appropriations  and  expenditures  and  congres- 
sional consideration  of  tax  policy.  The  annual,  and  often  biannual  and  even 
triannual  bouts  with  the  limit  on  the  public  debt  had  not  proven  to  be  an  effec- 
tive instrument  of  coordination,  though  they  did  pave  the  way  to  a much 
improved  substantive  format  for  the  Federal  budget  and  refinements  in  the 
concept  of  budget  surplus  or  deficit.  The  need  for  a tax  increase  was  soon  seen 
as  apparently  offering  a much  stronger  instrument,  and  this  attitude  gradually 
grew  in  intensity  and  scope.  As  a result,  the  tax  increase  propo.sal  became  the 
device  to  achieve  last  year  a reduction  in  fiscal  year  1968  “controllable”  ex- 
penditures (over  $4  billion),  and  now  under  the  Conference  Eepoit  a reduction 
in  fiscal  year  1969  expenditures  ($6  billion),  a cut  back  in  proposed  new  obliga- 
tional  authority  for  fiscal  year  1969  ($10  billion),  and  a reexamination  of 
carryover  obligational  authority  ($8  billion).  The  gradual  development  of  these 
expenditure  changes  was  accompanied  by  an  increasing  degree  of  interchange 
between  the  tax  committees  and  the  appropi'iations  committees,  especially  on 
the  House  side.  This  procedural  change,  growing  as  it  did  out  of  a whole  variety 
of  tentative  actions  and  shifting  goals  as  the  new  terrain  was  explored,  proved 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


308  1968  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 

■a  time-consuming  process.  And  we  are  still  left  with  the  speculations  as  to 
what  these  developments  may  portend. 

We  can  he  hopeful.  I believe,  that  the  time  involved  in  enacting  the  tax 
surcharge  proposal  will  not  be  characteristic  of  the  response  to  future  needed 
changes  in  the  level  of  taxes.  There  are  too  many  particular  connotations 
respecting  this  proposal — the  varying  attitudes  to  Vietnam  hositilities  for  one — 
to  make  that  time  span  a precedent.  And  hence,  for  example,  any  need  to  reduce 
taxes  promptly  in  a post-Vietnam  period  to  maintain  full  employment  should 
not  have  to  face  a similar  time  span. 

Another  interesting  facet  is  that  the  format  of  the  tax  increase  was  really 
never  a subject  of  controversy.  As  a result  of  careful  study  of  this  matter  in 
1966,  culminating  in  the  Hearings  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Fiscal  Policy  of 
the  joint  Economic  Committee — ^a  study  and  hearing  which  the  Administration 
had  urged  in  preparation  for  the  possible  tax  increase — the  country  had  avail- 
able a considerable  amount  of  analysis  and  data  on  the  shape  of  a tax  Increase, 
including  the  recommendation  of  that  subcommittee  for  the  surcharge  form. 
The  tax  proposal  reflected  this  background,  and  involved  three  essential  aspects : 
an  income  tax  surcharge  form  for  twth  individuals  and  corporations ; a shielding 
of  those  in  the  lowest  brackets  from  the  increase ; and  a temporary  design  for 
the  increase.  To  a degree  that  is  unusual  in  tax  legislation,  the  Initial  proposal 
is  reflected  in  the  final  version  essentially  without  change. 

The  economic  effect  of  the  tax  increase  will  be  heightened  by  two  recent 
developments  in  our  tax  structure — graduated  withholding  on  wage  and  salary 
earners,  and  developments  leading  to  a complete  system  of  current  tax  pay- 
ments for  corporations.  The  former  came  in  1966,  and  the  latter  was  built  up 
by  legislation  in  1964  and  1966  and  now  by  the  corporate  acceleration  provisions 
in  the  current  bill.  The  temporary  tax  increase  will  thus  be  immediately  re- 
flected in  tax  payments  based  on  current  levels  of  income  and  profits,  so  that 
those  incomes  and  profits  will  at  once  bear  the  restraining  effect  of  the  increase. 

While  our  balance  of  payments  problems  are  reflected  in  the  tax  increase  bill, 
they  are  also  the  occasion  for  other  1968  legislative  activity  still  unfolding. ' For 
one  the  foreign  travel  bill  is  now  in  the  Senate,  with  the  6 percent  travel  tax 
extended  to  overseas  air  transportation  and  a tightening  of  customs  measures. 
There  is  still  the  need  further  to  dampen  tourist  expenditures  abroad.  While 
foreign  travel  has  its  undoubted  advantages  for  both  individual  families  and 
the  nation,  still  a family  must  budget  for  its  outlays  and  so  must  the  nation 
budget  its  International  expenditures  to  the  foreign  exchange  available.  In 
the  trade  field,  attention  now  shifts  to  the  Hearings  before  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  scheduled  for  June  4. 

Future  events 

Let  us  turn  to  the  matter  of  future  events  in  the  tax  field — or  more  properly 
current  discussions,  j studies,  developments,  or  what  you  will — that  are  likely 
to  bring  about  legislative  involvement  at  some  point.  I use  the  word  “involve- 
ment” advisedly  and  broadly — it  ranges  from  active  congressional  consideration 
producing  legislative  enactments  to  a congressional  decision  not  to  take  any 
action  despite  the  call  for  consideration  from  this  or  that  quarter.  For  I must 
emphasize  that  I am  here  describing  and  not  predicting — and  the  area  of  de- 
scription extends  beyond  Government  attitudes  to  business  and  labor  discussion, 
academic  interests,  current  research,  and  so  on. 

Tax  reform. — ^There  is  a recognized  need  for  a major  effort  for  further  tax 
reform.  The  pending  tax  bill  calls  for  the  President  to  submit  proposals  “for 
a comprehensive  reform”  this  year.  The  consideration  of  tax  reform  has  been 
held  off  by  the  deliberations  over  the  tax  bill.  The  operational  aspects  of  tax 
legislation  permit  only  one  train  to  be  on  the  main  track  at  a given  time,  and 
so  tax  reform  has  been  waiting  in  the  railway  yards  for  the  main  track  to  clear. 

There  is  much  to  do  in  tax  revision  and  many  ideas  have  already  been  ex- 
pressed, some  in  speeches  by  Treasury  oflScials,  some  in  legislative  measures  in- 
troduced by  Congressmen,  and  some  in  speeches  by  legislators.  The  Treasury,  for 
example,  has  called  attention  to  the  need  to  revise  the  rules  relating  to  the 
transfer  of  property  by  death  or  gift,  so  as  to  achieve  a more  equitable  estate 
and  gift  tax  system  with  less  tax  distortion  in  family  dispositions  of  property 
and  a rational  income  tax  treatment  of  appreciated  assets  so  transferred.  It  has 
among  other  matters  also  stressed  the  need  to  eliminate  corporate  multiple  surtax 
exemptions;  to  achieve  a rational  rearrangement  of  the  tax  treatment  of  the 
elderly;  and  to  eliminate  abuses  in  the  area  of  private  foundations  and  tax- 
exempt  organizations  generally.  (It  is  an  interesting  commentary — should  I say 
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insight — on  the  foundation  scene  that  Fortune  magazine  in  its  recent  article  on 
“America’s  Centimillionaires”  includes  in  its  estimates  of  an  individual’s  wealth 
the  holdings  of  “foundations  established  by  the  individuals  or  their  spouses.’’) 

Chairman  Long  of  the  Finance  Committee,  in  a recent  speech,  also  mentioned 
a proposal  he  had  earlier  suggested,  and  which  has,  in  one  form  or  another,  been 
introduced  in  bills  by  other  legislators,  that  of  a “minimum  tax”  to  be  applied 
to  an  expanded  income  base  Including  various  forms  of  income  uow  excluded 
from  coverage  of  the  regular  tax.  He  has  also  suggested  maximum  effective  tax 
rates  applied  to  the  same  expanded  base.  Chairman  Mills  has  spoken  of  the  need 
for  steps  designed  to  reduce  the  complexity  of  various  facets  of  the  measure  of 
taxable  net  income.  Others  have  focused  on  aspects  of  the  tax  law  that  enable 
people  of  large  wealth  to  pay  little  income  tax,  and  even  in  some  cases  to  escape 
payment  entirely.  'The  Treasury  has  spoken  of  tax  reform  as  involving  a combina- 
tion of  revenue-raising  and  revenue-losing  measures,  so  that  on  net  balance 
there  would  be  no  significant  overall  budgetary  effect.  A number  of  Congressmen 
have  viewed  reform  only  from  the  revenue-raising,  “closing  of  loopholes”  aspect. 

Some  matters  that  were  on  various  lists  are  already  on  the  legislative  scene, 
for  tax  reform  must  be  a constant  process  and  all  developments  cannot  wait  on 
major  efforts  for  revision.  Thus,  the  pending  bill  contains  a provision  setting 
a ceiling  on  tax-exempt  industrial  development  bonds,  thereby  preventing  them 
from  swamping  the  regular  tax-exempt  bond  market  and  from  making  private 
corporate  bonds  an  archaic  instrument. 

liie  Secretary  of  Labor  has  submitted  to  the  Congress  proposals  for  revision 
of  the  structure  of  private  pension  plans  Involving  a minimum  standard  of  vest- 
ing, standards  for  the  funding  of  benefits,  and  a system  of  plan  termination  pro- 
tection. The  measure  Is  aptly  entitled  the  “Pension  Benefit  Security  Act  of 
1968” — for  it  deals  with  assuring  a worker  that  years  of  labor  in  a company  hav- 
ing a pension  plan  will  bring  him  a vested  benefit  on  retirement  even  though 
events  cause  him  to  leave  that  company  before  retirement  age,  and  that  there 
will  be  funds  on  hand  for  the  payment  of  that  benefit.  'This  program  is  based  on 
recommendations  by  an  interagency  staff  committee,  including  'Treasury  Depart- 
ment participation,  which  were  made  after  extensive  consultations  with  informed 
groups  regarding  prior  proposals.  The  Treasury  fully  supports  this  program.  It 
also  believes  that  Its  formulation  as  a measure  outside  the  tax  laws  Is  a recogni- 
tion of  the  Importance  of  these  matters  in  the  whole  context  of  employer-employee 
relations,  a point  of  view  that  had  been  stressed  by  employer  groups  In  criticizing 
prior  proposals  as  not  properly  a part  of  the  tax  system. 

As  a substantive  matter,  I cannot  see  how  one  can  quarrel  with  the  basic  goals 
of  the  Labor  Department  proposal.  There  Is  persuasive  and  saddening  testimony 
to  the  hardship  that  can  result  from  a lack  of  vesting  in  the  many  letters  we 
and  other  Government  agencies  receive  from  individuals  who,  after  working 
years  for  an  employer,  suddenly  find  they  have  lost  their  pension  accruals  be- 
cause of  a change  in  job  or  even  a lav  off.  Aside  even  from  the  Inequity  of  this 
result,  the  simple  fact  Is  that  these  individuals  must  now  face  retirement  without 
the  pension  they  expected.  There  is  no  way  for  them  to  retrace  their  steps  and 
make  other  financial  arrangements.  For  them,  the  private  pension  system  is  a 
failure  and  a mockery.  And  the  expectation  of  the  pension  may  well  have  affected 
their  spending  decisions  while  employed  under  the  plan.  In  a country  In  which 
only  half  of  the  employees  (aged  30  to  50)'  who  have  been  with  an  employer  for 
10  years  will  be  with  that  same  employer  In  the  next  10  years,  this  high  degree 
of  labor  mobility  requires  that  the  vesting  of  benefits  be  an  integral  part  of  the 
private  pension  system.  The  Labor  Department  proposals  will  tius  enable  the 
private  pension  plan  system  to  achieve  the  vital  and  beneficial  role  for  which  It 
was  designed. 

Poverty  and  taxes. — The  tax  system  is  a part  of  the  social  fabric  of  our  na- 
tion. As  such  it  ■will  be  affected  by  changes  in  that  fabric  and  must  be  responsive 
to  those  changes,  consistent  with  performance  of  Its  function  of  supplying  Gov- 
ernment revenues  fairly  and  effectively.  Significant  events,  violent  and  non- 
violent, are  dailv  focusing  the  nation’s  attention  on  great  poverty  ■within  our 
affluent  society.  The  effects  of  this  poverty  and  its  growing  subculture  should — 
one  hopes — appeal  to  our  consciences  and  our  cai>acity  to  move  forward  Intel- 
ligently rather  than  to  our  fears.  How  will  the  tax  system  be  Involved  In  this 
appeal? 

The  tax  system  must  play  an  essential  role  In  enabling  fiscal  policy  to  fulfill 
the  tasks  of  providing  a full  employment  economy  with  as  few  destabilizing 
turns  up  or  down  as  possible.  Such  an  economy  by  itself  will  not  eliminate  pov- 
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erty  or  solve  our  urban  crisis,  but  without  it  all  solu'tions  to  those  ills  will  fail. 
The  problems  are  so  immense  that  only  with  the  full  use  of  our  potential  re- 
sources will  we  be  in  a position  to  achieve  success  in  overcoming  them.  Conse- 
quently, we  must  build  on  our  limited  experience  of  managing  a full  employment 
economy,  improve  our  forecasting  techniques,  but  more  importantly,  achieve 
the  flexible  procedures  and  postures  that  permit  a sufficiently  prompt  response 
to  the  measures  that  the  forecasts  require. 

Against  a background  of  full  employment,  what  is  the  relevance  of  our  attack 
on  poverty  to  the  tax  system?  There  Is  first  the  direct  matter  of  the  payment  of 
a tax  itself.  Our  present  Federal  income  tax  does  reach  below  the  poverty  level, 
especially  for  single,  persons  and  married  couples  with  no  dependents.  The  Presi- 
dent has  said  that  as  fiscal  conditions  permit  this  should  be  corrected,  and  the 
burden  of  Income  tax  payments  lifted  from  those  in  poverty.  In  keeping  with 
this  view,  as  I stated  earlier,  the  10-percent  surcharge  does  not  apply  to  the  low- 
est income  brackets. 

Assuming  that  step  to  be  an  accepted  policy  goal,  the  scholars  have  turned  to 
other  taxes  paid  by  the  poor  and  in  this  regard  are  critically  examining  the 
Social  Security  payroll  taxes.  They  point  out  that  the  employee  tax  is  applied 
to  the  first  dollar  of  wages  without  regard  for  family  size  and  is  proportional 
to  wages  covered,  all  in  contrast  to  the  income  tax.  As  a consequence  the  present 
employee  .payroll  tax  is  higher  than  the  income  tax  for  about  25  percent  of  the 
people  paying  social  security  tax.  Moreover,  this  is  wholly  apart  from  the  que.s- 
tion  of  the  incidence  of  the  employer  tax,  which  most  economists  believe  also 
to  fall  on  wages.  Of  course  the  benefits  of  the  Social  Security  system  are  paid 
in  a progressive  maimer.  But  the  scholars  are  questioning  whether  the  present 
poor  should  be  called  on  to  pay  taxes  to  provide  benefits  for  the  currently  re- 
tired, or  for  their  own  benefits  in  the  future.  Any  significant  increase  in  Social 
Security  benefits  is  thus  likely  to  involve  the  Congress  in  a consideration  of  the 
impact  of  Social  Security  taxes  below  the  poverty  level. 

Somewhat  similar  concerns  could  well  play  a part  in  any  congressional  con- 
sideration of  snggested  changes  looking  to  greater  use  of  indirect  taxation  in 
the  Federal  tax  siti'ucture.  Legislation  in  recent  years  has  involved  an  extensive 
cutback  of  Federal  excise  taxes,  leaving  this  type  of  taxation  largely  to  States 
and  cities  and  strengthening  the  role  of  the  income  tax  in  the  Federal  structure. 
This  concentration  on  the  income  tax  at  the  Federal  level  has  brought  its  fiscal 
policy  benfits,  for  the  United  States  has  shaped  that  tax  into  a measure  that 
can  be  promptly  responsive  to  our  fiscal  needs,  unlike  the  Income  tax  structures 
in  most  countries.  And  we  are  «teadil.y  improving  the  equity  of  the  tax.  In  some 
business — and  academic— circles,  consideration  is  being  given  to  adding  a mass 
sales  tax  at  the  Federal  level,  be  it  a retail  sales  tax  similar  to  our  State  taxes 
or  a value-added  tax  which  would  have  the  same  economic  effect.  The  thought 
generally  is  to  substitute  this  for  a part  of  the  corporate  tax.  Others  have 
asserted  this  would  shift  the  burden  of  the  tax  dollars  involved  from  corporations 
and  their  shareholders  to  the  consumer,  and  thus  to  the  poor  to  the  extent  of 
their  share  in  consumption.  In  their  view  a sales  tax  is  clearly  more  regressive 
than  ian  income  tax,  and  while  measures  perhaps  can  be  considered  to  lessen 
the  regressivity  of  the  sales  tax,  those  measures  would  complicate  its  adminis- 
tration. They  would  thus  contend  such  a move  to  a sales  tax  at  the  Federal  level 
would  be  inconsistent  with  efforts  to  relieve  the  poor  of  their  income  tax  bur- 
dens. Congress  may  perhaps  find  itself  at  some  later  date  involved  in  this 
debate  which,  again,  is  still  pretty  much  confined  to  research  circles  and  some 
business  groups. 

Poverty  and  tax  expenditures.— Another  facet  of  the  attacks  on  poverty  and 
the  urban  crisis  is  the  realization  that  all  levels  of  Government  will  be  required 
to  Spend  increasingly  larger  sums  on  social  programs.  This  being  so,  the  broad 
questions  to  be  answered  are  the  nature  of  these  expenditures  and  the  amounts 
to  be  spent.  The  relationship  of  the  latter  question  to  the  tax  system  is  clear,  but 
even  tbe  first  question  bas  a direot  bearing  on  the  tax  structure.  For  many  of  the 
suggested  expenditures  have  a tax  connotation. 

There  has  been  considerable  academic  interest  and  increasing  business  interest 
in  our  whole  public  assistance  or  welfare  system.  As  an  illustration,  the  recent 
“Report  from  the  Steering  Committee  of  the  Arden  House  Conference  on 
Public  Welfare”  states  that : 

“The  present  system  of  public  assistance  does  not  work  well.  It  covers  only  S 
million  of  the  30  million  Americans  living  in  poverty.  It  is  demeaning,  inefficient. 
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inadequate,  and  has  so  many  disincentives  built  into  it  that  it  encourages  con- 
tinued dependency. 

“It  should  be  replaced  with  an  income  maintenance  system,  possibly  a negative 
income  tax,  which  would  bring  all  30  million  Americans  up  to  at  least  the 
ofiScial  Federal  poverty  line.  Such  a system  should  contain  strong  incentives  to 
work,  try  to  contain  regional  cost  of  living  differentials,  and  be  administered  by 
the  Internal  Revenue  Service  to  provide  greater  administrative  efficiency  and 
effectiveness'  than  now  exists.” 

Other  groups  or  individuals  have  also  called  for  an  income  maintenance 
system,  as  a complement  to  or  perhaps  as  an  evolution  of  an  improved  welfare 
system.  The  President’s  Committee  on  Income  Maintenance  is  now  considering 
this  whole  subject. 

Essentially  an  income  maintenance  system  is  an  expenditure  program,  even 
when  it  has  the  name  and  design  of  a negative  income  tax.  For  a negative  income 
tax  calls  for  payments  to  people  below  a designated  level  of  need.  The  payments 
by  tlie  Government  decrease  as  the  individuals’  incomes  come  closer  to  that 
level.  Once  they  reach  that  level  and  the  individuals  become  taxpayers,  they  have 
passed  from  the  negative  tax  stage  (payments  of  money  to  them)  to  the  posi- 
tive or  traditional  income  tax  stage  (payments  of  tax  by  them).  The  degree  of 
association  to  the  traditional  Income  tax  depends  on  the  relationship  of  the  level 
of  need,  below  which  payments  are  made  by  Government,  to  the  levels  (deter- 
mined by  personal  exemptions  and  the  minimum  standard  deduction)  governing 
positive  income  tax  payments;  the  extent  to  which  the  “negative  income”  (the 
amount  by  which  actual  income  falls  below  the  level  of  need)  is  measured  by 
concepts  and  definitions  of  income  now  used  in  the  income  tax  ; and  the  extent 
of  participation  by  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  in  the  administration  of  the 
payments  to  the  individuals. 

Intense  exploration  of  the  income  maintenance  line  of  approach — how  would 
it  be  administered  and  effectuated,  what  is  the  effect  on  incentives  to  work, 
what  is  the  relationship  to  welfare  programs — will  clearly  be  helpful  to  the 
Congress  when  it  comes  to  consider  such  proposals.  The  need  for  intense  explora- 
tion is  Increased  by  the  fact  that  there  are  competitors  for  the  large  expenditure 
dollars  involved  in  that  line  of  approach.  One  competitor,  for  example,  has  the 
general  name  of  “tax  sharing”  to  cover  a variety  of  measures  by  which  Federal 
tax  revenues  would  be  allocated  in  the  large,  with  as  few  restrictions  as  pos- 
sible, to  States  and  (or?)  local  governments.  Under  this  approach  one  pro- 
posal is  to  automatically  allocate  a percentage  of  the  Federal  individual  income 
tax  base  each  year  to  State  and  local  governments.  Other  proposals  operate  in- 
directly by  providing  for  a substantial  credit  against  Federal  individual  income 
tax  liabilities  for  State  income  taxes  (and  perhaps  other  forms  of  State  tax) 
thereby  permitting  the  States  to  use  and  raise  these  taxes  since  their  impact  will 
be  borne  by  Federal  revenues  to  the  extent  of  the  credit. 

In  addition  to  the  competitor  of  tax  sharing,  there  is  the  competitor  of  direct 
Federal  expenditures  for  specific  purposes,  .such  as  slum  clearance,  urban  trans- 
portation, manpower  training,  rental  housing,  health  services,  education,  pollu- 
tion control,  and  so  on — the  whole  range  of  present  programs  and  those  pressing 
to  get  on  the  existing  list. 

However  the  priorities  come  out,  expenditure  programs  require  funds.  Which- 
ever route  or  combination  of  routes  is  chosen,  the  quantitative  impact  on  budget 
policy  and  on  tax  policy  is  obvious.  The  sums  involved  are  very  large,  but  so 
are  the  resources  of  the  United  States.  Each  year  our  growth  at  full  employ- 
ment increases  our  total  Federal  revenues,  including  the  trust  fund  taxes,  by 
$12  biUion — an  asset  which  underscores  tJie  vital  need  to  remain  a full  employ- 
ment economy.  Hopefully,  the  post-Vietnam  climate  will  permit  defense  ex- 
penditures to  drop  to  lower  levels,  thereby  releasing  budget  space  so  to  speak 
to  these  domestic  areas.  We  will  have  to  carefully  weigh  the  balance  to  be  struck 
between  the  levels  of  Federal  'tax  burden,  and  thus  the  consequent  amount  of 
Federal  expenditures,  and  the  income  of  the  private  sector.  This  balance  be- 
tween private  sector  and  public  sector  will  involve  many  considerations — the 
combination  of  profit  incentives,  savings  and  consumer  demand  needed  to  achieve 
a continuing  full-employment  economy ; the  degree  to  which  the  private  sector 
can  effectively  participate  in  solving  our  urban  crisis  and  other  social  problems ; 
the  degree  and  rate  at  which  Federal  funds  can  be  wisely  spent. 

In  making  these  decisions  we  isbould  keep  in  mind  that  taxes  absorb  a smaller 
portion  of  gross  national  product  in  the  United  States  than  in  any  other  in- 
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dustrialized  country  -with  the  exception  of  Japan  and  Switzerland — in  1966  it 
was  28.9  percent  of  UNP  in  the  United  States  compared  to,  for  example,  38.6 
percent  in  France,  34.8  percent  in  Germany,  and  31.3  percent  in  the  United  King- 
dom. We  rank  about  twelfth  among  the  industrialized  countries.  (This  is  not  the 
place  to  consider  whether  there  is  a clear  association  between  the  level  of  taxes 
and  the  rate  of  growth  in  these  economies — a recent  study  concluded  that  the  data 
permit  no  clear-cut  support  or  refutation  of  any  deductive  argument  one  chooses 
to  pronounce  about  that  relationship.  And  thinking  back  to  the  earlier  discussion 
on  sales  taxes  and  poverty,  there  is  the  same  lack  of  data  on  the  relationship 
between  the  proportion  of  direct  and  indirect  taxes  and  growdih  rates.  While  many 
in  the  United  States  are  fond  of  pointing  to  the  greater  proportion  of  indirect 
taxes  in  European  economies  and  saying  we  should  emulate  them,  there  is  just 
as  much  cause  on  grounds  of  economic  growth  (and  more  on  grounds  of  equity) 
to  say  .they  shouldi  emulate  us.)  But  an  interesting  statistic  not  usually  con- 
sidered is  that,  with  defense  expenditures  excluded,  the  United  States  spends 
considerably  less  of;  its  tax  revenues  on  domestic  programs  than  do  those  coun- 
tries. 

We  cannot  measure  the  welfare  of  the  American  people  by  the  smallness  of 
the  taxes  that  they  pay.  At  the  present  time  they  would  be  treated  ill  if  we 
were  to  hold  taxes  down  and  forgo  the  10  percent  surcharge  but  leave  them  with 
accelerating  inflation,  climbing  interest  rates,  an  unstable  boom,  and  a weaken- 
ing of  our  International  economic  and  financial  position.  And  in  the  future  they 
will  be  badly  served  if  we  were  to  press  for  lower  and  lower  tax  burdens  but 
leave  our  country  with  the  unfairness  and  ills  of  poverty  and  with  the  urban 
neglect  and  other  social  blights  that  w'e  see  today. 

Expenditures  and  efficiency — and  tax  incentives. — Any  sober  appraisal  of 
our  needs  in  the  future  will  certainly  enforce  the  view  that  there  is  no  room 
for  wastage  and  inefliclency  in  our  expenditure  programs.  Our  resources  are 
'very  large  but  not  so  large  that  they  can  be  spent  wastefully.  Expenditure  control 
in  the  sense  of  a careful  appraisal  of  the  costs  and  benefits  of  alternative  pro- 
grams must  be  a constant  feature  of  our  budget  policy.  And  we  must  clearly  learn 
more  about  techniques  to  measure  the  costs  and  benefits  of  social  programs 
to  enable  us  to  apply  such  expenditure  control  wisely. 

A significant  part  of  expenditure  control  must  be  a willingness  to  openly 
recognize  the  amounts  being  expended  by  Government,  and  not  to  bury  amounts 
by  disguising  them.  The  Federal  Government  can  expend  funds  in  many  ways — 
through  direct  grants,  through  guarantees,  through  loans,  through  interest 
subsidies,  and  through  tax  incentives  and  preferences.  Unless  the  Federal  cost 
is  identified  no  matter  what  the  route,  then  there  will  inevitably  be  a drive 
to  use  the  route  that  keeps  the  cost  hidden. 

The  interest  expressed  in  some  quarters  today  for  tax  incentives  to  cure 
social  problems  can  dangerously  weaken  our  ability  both  to  control  Federal 
expenditures  and  to  make  them  efficient,  in  addition  to  the  damage  it  would  do 
to  our  tax  structure. 

We  of  course  do  have  tax  subsidies  presently  existing  in  our  tax  laws.  I 
have  elsewhere  observed  that  through  deliberate  departures  from  accepted  con- 
cepts of  net  income  and  through  various  special  exemptions,  deductions  and 
credits,  our  tax  system  does  operate  to  affect  the  private  economy  in  ways  that 
are  usually  accomplished  by  expenditures — in  effect  to  produce  an  expenditure 
system  described  in  fax  language.  I called  these  items  “tax  expenditures,”  and 
indicated  that  the  amounts  spent — i.e.,  the  tax  revenue  lost — through  these 
tax  expenditure  programs  should  be  set  forth  in  a meaningful  way  in  the 
Federal  budget.  We,  would  thereby  be  able  clearly  to  see  what  are  the  total 
Federal  funds  going  to  the  various  activities  affected,  and  not  just  the  amounts 
shown  in  the  Budget  as  direct  appropriations  and  expenditures.  For  these  tax 
expenditures  can  be  classified  along  customary  budgetary  lines:  assistance  to 
business,  natural  resources,  agriculture,  aid  to  the  elderly,  medical  assistance, 
aid  to  charitable  institutions,  and  so  on.  Moreover,  the  amounts  involved  are 
quite  large,  reaching  in  several  of  these  areas  into  the  billions. 

Since  the  tax  expenditure  programs  are  imbedded  in  the  revenue  side  of  the 
Budget  and  their  cost  is  not  disclosed,  they  go  essentially  unexamined  for  long 
periods,  in  contrast  with  direct  expenditures.  Their  efficiency,  in  the  sense  of 
benefits  obtained  for  Government  and  the  public  as  compared  with  amounts 
expended,  is  thus  not  compelled  to  meet  the  rigid  tests  we  are  now  developing 
and  applying  to  direct  Budget  expenditures.  They  are  no^t  affected  by  Con- 
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gressional  efforts  to  obtain  “expenditure  reduction” — they  are  outside  the  scope 
of  the  $6  billion  reduction  in  the  pending  tax  bill.  They  thus  fall  in  the  class 
of  the  uncontrollable  expenditures  of  Government.  I doubt  that  any  of  these 
special  tax  treatments  could  stand  the  scrutiny  of  careful  program  analysis,  and 
I doubt  that  if  these  were  direct  expenditure  programs  we  would  tolerate  for 
very  long  the  inefficiencies  that  such  program  analysis  would  reveal. 

Moreover,  these  Inefficiencies  have  serious  ramifications  apart  from  the 
budget.  They  have  caused  some  activities,  such  as  building  construction  and 
ownership  for  example,  in  many  cases  to  be  engaged  in  solely  on  an  aftertax 
basis.  But  a business  in  which  the  before-tax  profit  is  low  or  meaningless  and 
which  becomes  attractive  only  because  special  tax  treatment  for  that  business 
makes  the  aftertax  profit  quite  attractive  must  surely  give  us  pause  as  to  the 
justification  for  the  tax  Incentive  and  the  way  it  is  provided.  Especially  is  this 
so  since  the  aftertax  profit  is  attractive  only  for  ithose  who  have  income  from 
other  activities  sufficient  to  permit  full  utilization  of  those  special  benefits.  In 
large  part  this  situation  compounds  our  problems  in  the  housing  field,  for  it  is 
difficult  to  achieve  efficient  use  of  direct  Government  assistance  for  high 
priority  housing  programs  when  the  funds  represented  by  special  tax  treatment 
continue  to  subsidize  a whole  variety  of  other  building  activities.  There  is  irony 
in  proposed  programs  to  promote  private  housing  for  the  poor  and  low  income 
groups  by  providing  ta.x  benefits  that  would  enable  doctors  and  lawyers  and  other 
investors  to  become  tax  millionaires  through  these  benefits.  We  should  be  able 
to  do  better  than  that  in  our  use  of  Government  funds,  even  in  solving  social 
problems. 

This  does  not  mean  that  private  enterprise  should  not  participate  in  social 
programs  and  earn  a proper  profit.  Indeed,  as  many  in  business  themselves  feel, 
the  best  way  for  business  to  participate  is  through  the  profit  motive.  Nor  of 
course  does  this  mean  that  Government  should  avoid  participation  in  these  social 
programs.  There  is  no  inconsistency  between  the  participation  of  business  func- 
tioning as  business — to  earn  a profit — and  Government  functioning  as  Govern- 
ment to  obtain  those  business  services  which  private  consumers  cannot  themselves 
obtain.  Government  spends  huge  sums  for  defense  materials  and  services  and 
business  participates  as  business  in  supplying  the  items  sought.  Our  space  program 
functions  in  the  same  manner.  Neither  requires  a tax  incentive  to  obtain  the 
participation  of  business.  If  we  do  not  grant  tax  credits  to  those  who  build  space 
capsules  when  we  need  them,  or  planes,  or  guns,  or  other  weapons,  why  must  we 
grant  tax  credits  to  companies  to  provide  the  manpower  training  we  need,  or 
build  the  plants  in  the  distressed  areas,  or  build  the  houses  we  want?  Why  should 
business  falter  and  forget  its  traditions  and  functions  when  it  comes  to  its  role 
in  meeting  our  social  goals?  Why  should  it  cease  to  stress  fair  profits  and 
recompense  as  the  basis  of  its  participation  and  instead  stress  tax  incentives? 

We  are  entering  into  an  era  in  which  Government  will  be  seeking  to  purchase 
new  types  of  goods  and  services  from  the  business  community — in  manpower 
training,  in  housing,  in  urban  development,  and  so  on.  There  is  no  reason  why 
Government  and  business  should  not  seek  to  utilize  and  adapt  for  these  fields 
the  experience  and  techniques  developed  in  achieving  successful  purchasing 
programs  in  defense,  space  and  other  areas  of  Government  procurement.  The 
President’s  recommendations  on  hard  core  unemployment  follow  this  path.  More- 
over, other  techniques  can  be  devised.  If  a Government  subsidy  in  the  form  of  a 
■ grant  is  needed  in  connection  with  a project  on  which  there  is  no  direct  Govern- 
ment procurement,  then  companies  bidding  on  the  project  can  state  the  subsidy 
they  think  necessary  and  the  contract  can  go  to  the  bidder  who  needs  the  lowest 
subsidy. 

Conclusion 

I have  attempted  to  describe  some  of  the  current  events  that  could  well  affect 
the  legislative  Involvement  in  the  tax  field  in  the  years  ahead.  As  in  any  other 
field  concerning  Government,  issues  are  difficult  to  resolve  and  the  solutions  hard 
to  shape.  We  clearly  need  all  the  data  and  analysis  that  can  be  made  available 
to  assist  in  meeting  these  problems.  We  in  the  Treasury  do  our  best  to  prepare 
for  the  future  and  to  see  that  Information  will  be  at  hand  when  the  legislative 
involvement  occurs.  But  our  resources  are  few  indeed  and  our  knowledge  and 
wisdom  have  their  limits. 

The  task  of  preparation  is  thus  a task  for  all  who  have  a concern  for  the  wise 
solution  and  who  have  experience,  informaticai-  and  insight  to  contribute  to  that 
solution.  Among  ^e  great  resources  of  our  country  is  its-  diversity  of  talent  aud 
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experience  in  so  many  sectors  and  institutions — business,  labor,  Government, 
academic,  foundations,  social  organizations,  and  many  more — and  the  ability 
through  so  many  avenues  of  calm  interchange  to  explore  and  compare  our 
knowledge.  And  so  there  is  hope  that  in  the  tax  field,  as  elsewhere,  working 
together  we  will  achieve  the  wisest  solutions  that  our  collective  knowledge 
can  provide. 


Exhibit  28. — Remarks  by  Assistant  Secretary  Surrey,  June  18,  1968,  before  the 

Computers  and  Taxes  Conference,  National  Law  Center,  George  Washington 

University,  on  a computer  study  of  tax  depreciation  policy 

The  Treasury  Department  in  its  tax  activities  has  been  steadily  expanding 
the  use  of  computer  technology. 

Over  the  years  speakers  from  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  have  discussed 
with  you  in  considerable  detail  the  use  of  computer  technology  for  handling 
upwards  of  100  million  taxpayer  accounts  and  for  matching  tax  returns  with 
information  documents. 

The  computer  la  also  being  extensively  used  to  develop  estimates  of  the 
characteristics  of  our  taxpaying  population,  which  estimates  must  necessarily 
be  an  important  background  to  tax  policy  decisions.  At  one  level  this  has 
meant  a mechanization  of  the  process  of  developing  Statistics  of  Income.  At 
another  level,  it  has  involved  the  creation  of  models  to  simulate  the  tax- 
paying  population  under  alternative  tax  laws.  On  a previous  occasion  I dis- 
cussed with  you  our  Individual  income  tax  model,  which  provides  a flexible 
tool  of  analysis  for  investigating  how  tax  burdens  would  be  altered  through- 
out the  whole  population  of  taxpayers  under  alternative  changes  in  the  tax 
law.  Similar  tax  models  have  been  created  for  the  estate  tax  population  and 
the  corporation  tax  population.  They  have  been  of  great  assistance  in  our, 
research  on  tax  policy  issues. 

In  another  area  we  have  become  more  deeply  involved  in  the  use  of  econ- 
ometric models  for  forecasting  the  aggregaite  economy.  Many  of  you  are  gener- 
ally aware  of  the  work  done  in  this  field  as  it  has  been  carried  forward 
through  successively  complex  models,  such  as  the  Brookings-SSRO  model. 
Our  experience  to  date  indicates  the  desirability  of  developing  a family  of 
relatively  smaller  models  each  designed  to  answer  specific  policy  questions. 

If  econometric  models  are  to  be  used  for  policymaking,  they  must  have 
the  capability  of  providing  results  quickly  for  a variety  of  policy  inputs  and 
for  changes  in  exogenous  variables.  They  also  must  be  designed  to  produce 
quarterly  data  since  policy  positions  must  be  reviewed  and  formulated  more 
frequently  than  once  a year. 

Under  these  circumstances,  very  large  econometric  models  which  run  into 
100  equations  or  so  appear  to  involve  quite  substantial  technological  problems 
in  providing  the  necessary  flexibility.  Also,  policymakers  do  tend  to  focus  on 
a relatively  limited  set  of  variables  that  might  be  important  to  a particular 
policy  problem,  and  we  believe  that  somewhat  smaller  models  adapted  to 
specific  problems  seem  to  offer  a greater  prospect  of  providing  the  flexibility 
and  the  short  turn-around  time  necessary  for  practical  policymaking.  Thus, 
in  a particular  situation  where  decisions  about  the  investment  credit  might  be 
V>ertinent,  a model , involving  rather  specific  investment  behavioral  equations 
may  be  necessary.  In  other  situations,  a model  which  treats  investment  as 
largely  exogenous  might  be  quite  satisfactory. 

All  of  these  areas  emphasize  in  one  way  or  another  some  aspects  of  the 
aggregate  economy,  and  it  is  this  multiplicity  of  circumstances  in  the  real 
world  that  drives  us  to  using  computers. 

Depreciation  study 

General  summary. — I would  like  to  talk  today  primarily  about  a use  of 
computer  technology  to  investigate  in  detail  a more  specific  kind  of  tax 
policy  issue,  namely,  depreciation  for  tax  purposes.  We  are  now  preparing  for 
publication  later  this  year  our  3-year  study  of  this  sub.iect. 

This  study  is  of  particular  interest  for  several  reasons.  The  subject  matter 
itself,  tax  depreciation,  has  been  a remarkably  persistent  discussion  topic  in 
tax  policy.  The  methodology  of  the  study  represented,  for  us,  a new  kind 
of  application  of  the  computer.  Finally,  we,  think  the  study  reaches  a clear 
conclusion,  something  that  cannot  always  be  said  about  research. 
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We  can  pick  up  the  perpetual  debate  on  depreciation  as  of  1962.  In  that 
year  the  Treasury  announced  its  depreciation  guidelines,  which  provided 
suggested  depreciation  lives  for  business  assets  grouped  into  about  75  classes. 
These  lives  were  considerably  shorter  than  the  lives  most  business  firms  had 
been  taking  for  tax  purposes  under  prior  administrative  practices  and 
procedures. 

Another  part  of  the  Treasury  announcement  in  1962  was  the  reserve  ratio 
test,  an  administrative  technique  to  determine  that  the  tax  life  used  by  the 
taxpayer,  even  if  it  came  from  the  depreciation  guidelines,  was  realistic  for 
him,  that  is,  generally  corresponded  to  his  actual  replacement  cycle. 

At  all  times  during  the  Treasury  consideration  of  this  matter,  the  neces- 
sity for  realism  in  tax  depreciation  writeoffs  was  always  insisted  upon  for  the 
long  run.  Nevertheless,  in  1962  a 3-year  moratorium  on  the  application  of  the 
reserve  ratio  was  provided,  and  in  1965  a tapered  application  of  the  reserve 
ratio  test  was  allowed.  In  effect,  taxpayers  were  given  the  temporary  oppor- 
tunity to  lower  their  taxes  by  using  the  shorter  guideline  lives  without  a full 
application  of  the  reserve  ratio  test.  This  opportunity  was  in  the  longer 
run  conditioned  on  their  using  these  tax  savings,  and  the  savings  from  the 
investment  credit,  also  adopted  in  1962,  to  increase  their  rate  of  moderndMtion 
and  thereby  come  into  conformity  with  guideline  lives.  These  lives  were  never 
intended  to  be  provided  or  available  to  taxpayers  without  the  quid  pro  quo  of 
those  taxpayers  keeping  actual  replacement  cycles  commen.surately  short  or 
reducing  them  accordingly.  Tax  depreciation  was  intended  to  be  realistic.  The 
reserve  ratio  test  was  designed  to  achieve  this  end,  while  avoiding  the  ad- 
ministrative difiBculties  prevalent  prior  to  1962. 

In  the  last  6 years  discussion  about  depreciation  has  focused  on  the  Treasury’s 
emphasis  on  realism  in  depreciation  as  implemented  by  the  reserve  ratio  test.  On 
one  'hand,  that  test  was  criticized  as  inefficient  and  capricious  in  its  results.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  'was  argued  that  in  principle  realism  should  not  be  a standard 
and  that  the  guideline  depreciation  lives  ought  to  be  available  to  a taxpayer  even 
if  his  own  actual  replacement  cycle  was  considerably  longer. 

This  two-handed  assertion  deserved  serious  investigation.  A project  was  devel- 
oped within  Treasury  to  investigate  this  issue  and  in  particular  to  focus  on  two 
basic  questions  : 

First,  does  the  need  for  tax  equity  and  neutrality  between  similarly  situated 
taxpayers  justify  a serious  effort  to  keep  depreciation  deductions  realistic? 

Second,  is  the  reserve  ratio  test  an  efficient  indicator  of  the  realism  of  the  depre- 
ciation life  for  a particular  taxpayer? 

This  study  was  carried  out  by  Richard  Pollock  of  the  Treasury’s  Office  of  Tax 
Analysis  with  the  assistance  in  model  design  of  the  Consad  Research  Corp.  of 
Pittsburgh  and  New  York.  The  study  is  now  complete  and  will  be  published  later 
this  year  as  another  in  the  series  of  Treasury  Tax  Policy  Research  Studies. 

The  study — in  summary — confirmed  the  expectations  and  analysis  behind  the 
original  1962  depreciation  reform.  The  answers  that  were  reached  on  the  above 
two  questions  are : 

(1)  Realistic  tax  depreciation  is  important  from  an  equity  point  of  view,  in 
that  a tax  depreciation  policy  which  does  not  insist  on  linking  tax  lives  to  actaal 
replacement  lives  would  result  in  an  intolerable  cost  in  terms  of  inequities 
between  simiiarly  situated  taxpayers.  This  clearly  suggests  that  the  tax  depreci- 
ation provisions  of  the  Code  should  not  be  utilized  for  implementing  tax  incentive 
programs,  since  unrealistic  depreciation  would  in  turn  result  in  the  creation  of 
unrealistic  taxable  income  measurements.^ 


1 We  may  note,  as  an  aside,  that  this  undesirabiiity  of  the  use  of  the  depreciation  deduction 
for  investment  incentive  purposes  does  not  mean  that  a tax  system  cannot  invoive  such 
incentives  if  they  are  thought  desirable.  Under  our  present  rules,  the  Investment  credit 
operates  as  an  Inducement  to  modernization  and  expansion  of  machinery  and  equipment. 
The  difference  in  effect  and  operation  of  such  a device  from  the  use  of  depreciation  policy  to 
the  same  end  is  clear.  The  Investment  credit  does  give  Taxpayer  A who  has  purchased  a 
new  machine  a tax  rate  lower  'than  that  o^f  Taxpayer  B who' has  not  purchasedi  a new  ma- 
chine, and  it  does  soi  because  it  is  desdgnedl  to  serve  the  national  goal  of  expanding  and  mod- 
ernizing our  productive  capacity,  through  new  machines.  If  Taxpayer  B purchases  a new 
machine,  he  also  would)  get  the  cneddt.  Unrealistic  depreciation,,  however,  would  mean  that 
if  both  taxpayers  had)  bought  new  machines  anid  both  had  the  same  actual  replacement 
cycles — and  thus  had  equally  contributed  to  that  national  goal — still  Taxpayer  A by  using 
an  unrealistic  shorter  tax  life  would  .pay  lower  taxes  than  "Taxpayer  B.  Or,  if  both  are  using 
the  same  tax  life,  but  Taxpayer  A’s  actual  replacement  life  is  longer  than  that  but  'Tax- 
payer B’s  is  the  same  as  the  tax  life,  then  here  also  Taxpayer  A would  be  receiving  a lower 
tax  rate  without  any  larger  contribution  to  the  national  goal. 
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(2)  Tlie  existing  reserve  ratio  test  does  serve  as  a fair  and  efBcient  administra- 
tive teclinique  to  enforce  the  correspondence  between  actual  depreciation  lives 
and  tax  depreciation  lives  which  is  necessary  for  the  i-ealistic  and  meaningful 
determination  of  taxable  income.  The  study  disclosed  some  relatively  minor  situ- 
ations where  this  would  not  be  the  case,  and  these  are  now  being  remedied  as  a 
result  of  the  Study. 

The  conceptual  issues. — Tax  depreciation  attempts  to  reach  the  same  goal 
which  good  accounting  depreciation  seeks,  namely,  a reasonable  and  realistic 
distinction  between  the  return  of  capital  and  the  return  on  capital,  so  that  income 
of  a year  can  be  meaningfully  described.  If,  over  the  life  of  an  asset,  the  excess 
of  receipts  over  operating  costs  that  is  generated  covers  no  more  than  the 
initial  capital  cost,  then  the  asset  has  not  generated  net  income. 

But  more  detail  is  necessary.  Both  tax  depreciation  and  accounting  depreci- 
ation must  spread  the  charge  for  depreciation  over  a number  of  years.  Very 
clearly,  a taxpayer  obtains  an  advantage  if  he  can  obtain  his  depreciation  deduc- 
tions, that  is,  his  tax-free  income  from  the  asset  early  in  time  rather  than  later. 
The  reason  for  this  is  at  the  heart  of  the  tax  depreciation  issue : time  is  money. 

Obviously,  you  would  not  lend  somebody  a dollar  today  as  a business  arrange- 
ment if  he  promised  to  return  only  the  same  amount  to  you  one  year  from  now. 
You  would  not  make  an  arm’s  length,  interest-free  loan.  In  effect,  early  depreci- 
ation— depreciation  that  is  more  rapid  than  realistic  depreciation— is  like  an 
interest-free  loan  from  the  Government.  As  the  result  of  being  able  to  pay  lower 
taxes  in  the  early  years  of  the  asset’s  use  in  return  for  paying  more  taxes  in  the 
later  years,  the  taxpayer  taking  depreciation  early  will  have  more  funds  avail- 
able to  him  to  invest  in  his  business  without  any  interest  charge  for  those  funds. 

A taxpayer  who  actually  replaces  his  equipment  on  a 10-year  cycle  would  get 
the  advantage  of  early  depreciation  if,  say,  a 7-year  tax  life  was  available  to 
him  without  i-egard  to  that  replacement  cycle.  He  would  have  an  artificial,  ta?- 
generated  financial  advantage  over  another  taxpayer  who  replaces  on  a 10-year 
cycle  and  uses  a tax  life  of  10  years. 

But  how  much  better  off  would  he  be?  The  measurement  of  this  advantage  over 
the  long  run  under  each  of  the  many  options  for  calculating  depreciation  and  the 
different  ways  of  measuring  profits  and  effective  tax  rates  is  one  main  objective 
of  the  depreciation  study. 

Assume  for  the  moment  that  these  two  taxpayers  with  10-year  actual  lives  are 
using  straight-line  depreciation  and  have  a before-tax  internal  rate  of  return  of 
15  percent.  In  the  case  of  the  taxpayer  who  is  conforming,  i.e.,  actual  10-year  life 
equal  to  10-year  tax  life,  his  aftertax  rate  of  return  will  be  7.3  percent.  But  the 
taxpayer  who  is  using  the  7-year  tax  life  would  thereby  increase  that  7.3  peiuent 
aftertax  rate  of  return  to  8.5  percent,  a 16-percent  increase  in  the  aftertax  rate 
of  return. 

The  percentage  increase  in  the  aftertax  rate  of  return  resulting  from  a short- 
ening of  the  appropriate  tax  life  wiii  vary  with  the  circumstances.  The  greater 
the  shortening,  the  larger  the  resulting  percentage  increase  in  the  aftertax  rate 
of  return.  The  change  illustrated  here  was  a 30-percent  reduction  from  10  years 
to  7 years.  While  illustrative,  it  might  be  considered  fairly  representative  of  the 
difference  in  lives  that  would  develop  between  identical  taxpayers  in  a system  of 
arbitrary  depreciation  lives  unrelated  to  actual  lives. 

This  analysis  of  the  point  that  the  timing  of  depreciation  deductions  can  make 
an  important  difference  in  tax  payments,  and  hence  in  financial  consequences,  is 
standard  in  the  economic  literature.  The  analysis  is  typically  worked  out,  how- 
ever, in  terms  of  simple  models  of  one  asset  which  entails  only  a few  desk  calcu- 
lations. The  more  important  conceptual  issue  that  we  needed  to  explore  is  how 
much  of  a difference  in  aftertax  profits  the  timing  of  depreciation  would  make, 
in  the  long  run,  in  .typicaliy  compiex  business  situations  if  the  taxpayer’s  tax 
depreciation  differed  significantiy  from  his  actual  replacement  cycle.  In  the  long 
run  is  this  advantage  largely  washed  out  as  taxpayers  go  through  later  years 
with  largely  depreciated  assets? 

Closely  related  to  this  question  is  the  question  of  how  will  we  in  fact  know 
whether  the  tax  life  and  actual  life  match  or  not.  The  reserve  ratio  test  was 
designed  to  answer  'this  question  and  to  give  us  this  information.  That  test  has 
been  criticized,  however,  on  the  grounds  that  in  typically  complex  business  situa- 
tions involving  things  like  irregular  growth,  retirement  dispersion,  and  the  like, 
the  test  will  give  a large  number  of  wrong  signals  and  assert  that  a taxpayer 
is  failing  the  test  when  actually  his  replacement  cycle  does  in  fact  match  his 
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tax  life.  It  was  also  argued  that  on  occasion  the  reserve  ratio  tests  would  pass 
a taxpayer  when  in  reality  he  should  have  failed  the  test. 

The  exploration  of  these  assertions — the  testing  of  the  reserve  ratio  test  itself — 
is  the  other  main  objective  of  the  depreciation  study. 

The  computer  study  of  depreciation. — The  focus,  then,  of  both  of  these  issues 
comes  down  to : “How  will  things  work  out  in  ti^ically  complex  business  situa- 
tions in  the  long  run?”  To  investigate  these  issues,  we  had  Consad  Research 
Corporation  design  a business  simulation  model.  It  was  designed  to  describe 
the  experience  of  a business  firm  over  a period  of  50  years.  The  program  was 
structured  to  permit  the  introduction  of  a large  number  of  characteristics  of 
this  business  firm,  so  as  to  give  us  some  confidence  that  we  had  investigated 
our  basic  questions  in  all  kinds  of  complex  business  situations. 

The  program  calculated  and  printed  out  the  actual  reserve  ratio  for  the  firm 
year  by  year  in  a form  that  would  indicate  whether  it  passed  or  failed  the  reserve 
ratio  test.  It  also,  printed  out  the  yearly  profitability  of  the  firm  on  a before- tax 
and  aftertax  basis  on  a variety  of  profitability  measures. 

The  study  consisted  of  multiple  runs  of  the  model  in  differing  situations  to 
answer  the  two  questions  cited  earlier ; Does  the  absence  of  realism  in  depreda- 
tion tax  lives  generate  serious  inequities  between  taxpayers,  and  does  the  reserve 
ratio  test  accurately  test  the  realism  of  a taxpayer’s  depredation  tax  life? 

Some  descriptive  detail  on  the  business  simulation  is  here  appropriate  to  deter- 
mine whether  it  captured  the  complexity  of  the  real  world. 

Our  business  is  first  assumed  to  use  a tax  life  equal  to  the  actual  life  of  the 
asset,  and  then  the  tax  life  can  be  set  shorter  than  the  actual  life.  Also,  we  have 
to  assume  some  retirement  dispersion.  While,  say,  10  years  may  be  the  average 
life,  there  may  be  only  30  percent  or  40  percent  of  the  as.sets — say,  machine 
tools — acquired  in  any  year  which  actually  drop  out  after  a 10-year  period,  with 
the  other  machine  tools  dropping  out  sooner  or  later  than  10  years  depending 
upon  the  nature  of  the  retirement  dispersion  assumed.  It  is  also  necessary  to 
assume  various  growth  rates  and  growth  patterns,  and  to  assume  various  levels 
of  estimated  and  realized  salvage. 

This  information  is  required  to  simulate  over  time  the  depreciation  base  of  a 
firm.  But  in  the  complex  reality  of  the  tax  system  there  are  many  ways  to  com- 
pute the  depreciation  deduction  from  this  base. 

There  are  approximately  eight  different  depreciation  strategies  involving  dif- 
ferent mixes  of  writeoff  and  asset  grouping  techniques  that  can  be  used  by  the 
taxpayer.  The  taxpayer  could  use  item  accounting,  which  is  the  form  that  usually 
shows  up  in  illusttations,  together  with  either  the  straight-line  or  double  declin- 
ing balance  methods  of  writeoff.  Or  he  could  use  closed  end  multiasset  account- 
ing, with  straight  line,  double  declining  balance,  or  sum-of-the-years  digits 
methods  of  writeoff.  Or  he  could  use  open  end  multiasset  accounting,  with  any 
one  of  the  same  three  general  writeoff  patterns. 

The  model  also  needed  to  be  endowed  with  assumptions  that  would  permit  it 
to  generate  a gross  income  against  which  to  use  the  depreciation  deductions.  The 
particularly  important  set  of  assumptions  here  was  a set  which  described  alterna- 
tive ways  in  which  the  productivity  of  each  asset  declined  or  remained  stable 
during  its  useful  life.  Other  assumptions  specified  debt-equity  ratios,  the  cost 
of  capital,  and  the  like. 

Such  was  the  analytic  model.  Let  me  turn  now  to  the  answers  that  this  model 
gave  to  our  two  main  questions,  starting  with  the  question  of  the  reliability  of 
the  reserve  ratio  test. 

Use  of  computer  model  to  test  validity  of  reserve  ratio  test 

FeasiMlity  of  the  test. — The  feasibility  of  the  reserve  ratio  test  can  be  evalu- 
ated in  terms  of  the  number  of,  or  the  absence  of,  unwarranted  failures — that  is, 
a failing  under  the  reserve  ratio  test  by  a simulated  taxpayer  whose  tax  life  is 
in  fact  equal  to  his  actual  life,  i.e.,  a conforming  taxpayer,  and  therefore  one  who 
should  not  have  failed  the  test.  Similarly  the  test  .should  not  permit  unwarranted 
passes  for  nonconforming  taxpayers.  If  a comparison  of  the  actual  reserve  ratio 
with  the  permissible  reserve  ratio  generated  over  the  period  of  simulation  for 
any  defined  investment  situation  does  not  reveal  any  unwarranted  failures,  and 
few  unwarranted  passes,  the  reserve  ratio  test  can  be  deemed  to  be  a feasible 
and  workable  test,  assuming  that  the  range  in  variety  of  investment  situations 
examined  has  been  sufliciently  wide  and  diverse  to  make  that  examination  really 
meaningful. 
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One  issue  investigated  therefore  was  whether  a taxpayer  whose  replacement 
cycle  corresponded  to  his  tax  life  for  depreciation  would  pass  the  reserve  ratio 
test  through  all  of  the  50-year  simulation  period  without  suffering  any  unwar- 
ranted failure. 

The  rather  mechanical  and  straightforward  comparison  of  the  array  of 
actual  and  permissible  reserve  ratios  in  a particular  simulated  business  in- 
vestment situation  could  be  obtained  under  the  model  as  many  times  as  was 
needed  to  investigate  the  possibility  of  unwarranted  failures  being  generated 
by  some  combination  of  assumed  real  investment  characteristics.  For  example, 
the  assumed  retirement  dispersion  and  the  assumed  degree  of  irregularity  in 
the  growth  pattern  could  be  changed,  alone  or  together,  to  determine  if  either 
one  alone  or  in  operation  with  the  other  could  in  fact  generate  unwarranted 
failures,  as  some  of  the  critics  of  the  reserve  ratio  test  have  maintained.  Once 
the  assumptions  were  changed  and  fed  into  the  computer,  a new  array  of 
actual  and  permissible  reserve  ratios  would  become  available,  thus  permitting 
a new  comparisons  These  comparisons  were  also  varied  to  determine  if  there 
was  some  interaction  between  the  length  of  actual  life  and  the  degree  of  retire- 
ment dispersion  and  degree  of  irregularity  in  growth  pattern. 

All  these  comparisons  showed  that  unwarranted  failures  of  the  reserve  ratio 
test  never  occurred  after  the  buildup  period  of  a closed  end  multiasset  account. 
That  test  proved  throughout  all  of  the  comparisons  to  be  a reliable  indicator  of 
whether  tax  lives  were  conforming  to  actual  lives. 

Failures  did  occur  when  an  apparently  “conforming  taxpayer”  was  using  the 
open-end  SYD  method  of  depreciation.  The  factor  here  that  triggers  a failure 
of  the  reserve  ratio  test  is  that  depreciation  has  been  excessive  because  of  a 
defect  of  this  grouping  method  rather  than  because  of  an  incorrect  tax  life. 
The  reserve  ratio  failure  is  in  fact  warranted,  because  the  grouping  method 
provides  excessive:  depreciation  even  when  the  tax  life  is  correct.  We  are  con- 
sidering this  problem,  but  as  It  stands  at  the  moment,  the  benefits  of  the  new 
guideline  lives  are  being  denied  to  any  taxpayer  using  either  the  straight-line 
or  SYD  open  end  methods,  so  that  this  aspect  of  the  reserve  ratio  test  is  irrele- 
vant to  the  operation  of  the  guidelines. 

Additional  information  relevant  to  the  operation  of  the  reserve  ratio  test. — 
A point  that  deserves  comment  here  is  that  under  present  rules  the  reserve  ratio 
test  is  structured  to  provide  a leeway  of  about  20  percent.  This  means  that  a tax- 
payer does  not  fail  the  test  until  his  reserve  ratio  exceeds  the  value  that  it 
would  be  expected  to  have  if  the  actual  life  was  20  percent  longer  than  the  tax 
life  being  used.  As  a consequence,  if  a taxpayer  uses  a 10-year  tax  life,  the 
question  arises  whether  he  could  deliberately  and  consistently  take  advantage 
of  the  20-percent  leeway  by  purposely  keeping  his  replacement  cycle  at  12  years 
and  still  pass  the  test.  The  study  indicated  that  in  such  cases  it  would  be  quite 
possible  that  the  reserve  ratio  test  would  be  failed.  However,  the  failure  would 
not  be  unwarranted  since  the  taxpayer  was  in  fact  not  conforming, ; i.e.,  he  did 
in  fact  have  an  actual  life  which  was  20  percent  longer  than  his  tax  life.  This 
means  simply  that: the  leeway  should  be  used  for  its  intended  purpose  of  taking 
care  of  mechanical  or  random  variations  in  the  data,  rather  than  being  regarded 
as  an  invitation  to  stretch  nonconformity  as  far  as  possible. 

If  a taxpayer  doesn’t  abuse  this  leeway  provision  and  instead  uses  a tax  life 
approximately  equal  to  his  actual  life,  then  the  study  shows  he  would  not 
have  to  worry  about  suffering  an  unwarranted  failure  of  the  service  ratio  test 
even  under  some  of  the  more  severe  combinations  of  irregular  growth  and 
retirement  dispersion.  The  leeway  here  serves  its  intended  purpose  of  protect- 
ing the  conforming  taxpayer  from  an  unwarranted  failure.  And  the  actual 
simulations  indicated  not  only  that  unwarranted  failures  do  not  occur,  but  also 
that  the  conforming  taxpayer  has  an  average  margin  of  passage  of  the  test  which 
even  exceeds  the  average  leeway  by  an  appreciable  amount. 

Finally,  as  respects  the  validity  of  the  reserve  ratio  test,  the  study  showed 
that  a nonconforming  taxpayer  whose  tax  life  is  more  than  20  percent  shorter 
than  his  replacement  cycle  will  rarely  pass  the  reserve  ratio  test — that  is,  the 
test  essentially  does  not  permit  unwarranted  passes. 

Use  of  computer  model  to  investigate  the  equity  issue 

Extension  of  single  asset  analysis  to  a multiasset  growth  situation. — We  saw 
that  in  a simple  10-year  life  single  asset  situation  the  reduction  of  the  tax 
life  from  10  years  to  7 years  could  increase  the  aftertax  internal  rate  of  return 
from  7.3  percent  to  8.5  percent  (assuming  that  the  before-tax  rate  of  return 
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was  15  percent).  This  improvement  in  the  rate  of  return  is  related  only  to  this 
single  asset,  and  would  occur  if  the  firm  acquired  the  asset  and  bought  no  other 
asset  either  before  or  after  this  particular  asset  was  retired. 

Our  problem  here,  again,  was  how  does  this  single  asset  analysis  work  out 
in  the  long  run  in  complex  business  situations?  Many  people  approaching  the 
depreciation  issue  have  Intuitively  assumed  that  in  the  long  run  a taxpayer  who 
uses  up  his  depreciation  rapidly  will  have  to  pay  the  piper.  His  depreciation 
basis  will  largely  be  gone  and  his  depreciation  deductions  will  quickly  decline. 
These  people  therefore  conclude  that  in  the  long  run  the  tax  advantage  of  rapid 
depreciation  cannot  be  very  great.  Whether  it  is  or  not — whether  this  intuitive 
assumption  is  really  correct — is  the  question  we  wanted  to  investigate  in  a 
systematic  and  thorough  way. 

The  heart  of  a long  run  analysis  of  this  question  must  be  situations  involving 
multiple  assets  plus  growth. 

One  can  obtain  some  feel  for  the  impact  of  growth  by  considering  our  simple 
example  in  the  context  of  a multiasset  growth  situation.  That  is,  assume  that 
one  taxpayer  has  a stock  of  10-year  assets  whose  total  amount  was  growing  at 
about  5 percent  a year.  Assume  also  that  he  was  depreciating  these  assets  at 
the  appropriate  10-year  life  and  using  straight-line  depreciation.  This  conform- 
ing taxpayer’s  actual  reserve  ratio  at  the  end  of  any  year  after  the  build-up 
period  would  be  51  percent  (the  buildup  period  refers  to  the  first  replacement 
cycle,  when  those  machines  bought  initially  would  be  expected  to  need  replace- 
ment). That  is,  51  percent  of  the  taxpayer’s  total  asset  cost — his  depreciation 
base — at  any  time  would  be  represented  by  the  accumularted  depreciation  deduc- 
tions that  had  been  taken  on  the  assets  on  hand. 

By  way  of  contrast,  take  a taxpayer  In  an  identical  asset  situation — namely, 
a stock  of  10-year  assets  growing  about  5 percent  a year— but  assume  that  this 
taxpayer  is  using  a 7-year  tax  life  for  these  assets,  on  the  straight-line  method. 
After  the  buildup  period,  his  actual  reserve  ratio  will  be  65  percent  at  the  end 
of  any  particular  year.  The  difference  in  reserve  ratio  in  these  two  cases  amounts 
to  14  percentage  points. 

Even  before  the  rate  of  return  implications  in  the  two  situations  are  discussed, 
the  continuing  benefits  going  to  the  taxpayer  using  the  7-year  tax  life  are 
obvious.  The  14  percentage  point  difference  in  the  actual  reserve  ratios  means 
that  the  taxpayer  using  the  7-year  tax  life  has  recovered  that  additional  amount 
of  capital  tax  free.  For  him,  the  capital  cost  represented  by  his  depreciation  base 
is  65  percent  recovered,  while  the  depreciation  base  and  related  capital  of  the 
cdnforming  taxpayer  are  only  51  percent  recovered  at  any  given  time.  An  addi- 
tional tax-free  recovery  of  capital  amounting  to  14  percent  of  one’s  capital  cost 
is  significant  on  its  face.  With  approximately  a 50-percent  corporate  income  tax 
rate  the  cumulative  tax  savings  resulting  from  the  rapid  depreciation  and 
consequent  faster  tax-free  recovery  of  capital  amount  to  about  7 percent  of  the 
capital  cost. 

We  can  see  in  this  multiasset  growth  situation  a new  factor — a permanence 
to  the  advantage  that  persists  over  the  life  of  the  business..  In  the  single-asset 
case  the  tax-free  recovery  created  in  the  early  years  of  the  asset’s  life  must  be 
repaid  in  the  later  years.  The  recovery  is  thus  in  essence  a loan — which  is 
interest-free  and  hence  an  advantage — but  this  loan  will  have  to  be  repaid  later 
in  the  life  of  an  asset  as  depreciation  deductions  decline.  But  in  the  multiasset 
case,  especially  with  growth,  the  tax-free  recovery  and  additional  capital  are 
in  effect  permanent,  as  long  as  the  stock  of  assets  remains  at  least  the  same 
size  or  grows.  The  loan  description  does  not  really  fit  this  permanent  addition 
to  capital,  unless  one  wants  to  call  it  a “permanent  loan.” 

The  explanation  of  this  effect  is  straightforward : The  pattern  observed  for 
the  single  asset  case  still  persists  for  any  single  asset  in  the  multiasset  situation. 
However,  in  the  multiasset  situation  at  any  given  time  there  are  always  at  least 
as  many  assets  in  their  loan  creation  stage  as  there  are  assets  in  their  loan 
repayment  stage.  And  in  a growth  situation  the  assets  in  their  loan  creation 
stage  outnumber  the  assets  in  their  loan  repayment  stage.  Thus,  the  more 
growth  there  is  the  larger  this  permanent  tax-free  recovery,  expressed  as  a 
percentage  of  the  firm’s  investment  in  depreciable  assets. 

It  is  obvious  from  this  illustration  that  a relatively  small  amount  of  non- 
conformity has  produced  a relatively  large  advantage  to  the  nonconforming 
Inxpayer.  This,  on  its  face,  suggests  the  need  to  enforce  a rather  close  conformity 
by  all  taxpayers  between  tax  lives  and  actual  lives. 
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The  7-percent  advantage  illustrated  in  this  particular  example  is  by  no  means 
an  extreme  case.  While  we  cannot  here  review  the  full  array  of  results  obtained 
in  the  study,  in  many  cases  the  percentage  was  considerably  higher. 

Even  if  one  is  not  concerned  with  the  horizontal  equity  effects  of  such  large 
permanent  tax-free  recoveries  of  capital  accruing  to  some  taxpayers  while  they 
are  not  accruing  to  others,  the  revenue  effects  for  the  Government  should  be  a 
concern.  Vie^ved  from  the  aspect  of  Goveniment  revenues,  that  permanent  tax- 
free  recovery  as  a permanent  grant — or  loan  if  one  prefers  that  term — out  of 
Government  revenues.  The  larger  the  tax-free  grant  going  to  some  taxpayers,  the 
less  money  a given  tax  rate  structure  is  going  to  produce  for  the  Government. 
This  means  that  other  taxpayers  have  to  pay  more  taxes  or  the  Government  has 
to  borrow  more  money. 

Tax  advantage  'expressed  in  terms  of  effective  tax  rates. — It  would  be  helpful 
in  placing  this  advantage  of  rapid  depreciation  in  perspective  if  we  could  express 
the  recovery  of  capital  cost  in  terms  of  its  impact  on  effective  tax  rates.^ 


1 It  may  be  helpful  here  to  describe  generally  the  methodology  used  in  the  study  to  develop 
the  impact  on  effective  tax  rates.  To  do  so  we  will  first  have  to  consider  the  effect  on 
aftertax  profit  rates, or  rates  of  return.  In  the  simple  single  asset  case,  we  made  assumptions 
about  profitability  and  cash  flow.  Once  such  a rate  of  return  assumption  was  explicit,  It 
was  then  possible  to  calculate  a stream  of  before-tax  cash  flow  and  a description  of  how 
the  more  rapid  depreciation  deduction  and  the  applicable  tax  rate  affected  the  aftertax 
rate  of  return.  Let  us  turn  now  to  the  matter  of  aftertax  proflt  rates  in  the  multi-asset  case. 

At  this  point  it  is  Important  to  note  that  tax  rates  measured  in  the  usual  accounting 
sense  are  not  helpful  to  determine  the  measure  of  this  tax  advantage  obtained  by  the  non- 
conforming  taxpayer.  According  to  the  books  of  account,  corporations  pay  in  tax  48  percent 
of  their  taxable  income  (before  credits).  If  one  relates  the  total  tax  payment  to  the  taxable 
income,  as  determined  by  whatever  tax  depreciation  is  used,  then,  of  course,  there  would  be 
no  difference  in  tax  rates  so  expressed  between  our  two  taxpayers — for  each  the  tax  rate 
is  48  percent.  But  this  identity  in  tax  rates  as  so  described  obviously  obscures  the  fact 
that  the  two  taxpayers  who  are  Identical  except  for  the  tax  lives  that  they  use,  will  actually 
be  reporting  different  taxable  incomes  because  of  differing  depreciation  deductions.  As  an 
aside,  as  the  Treasury  has  pointed  out  before,  this  effect  of  current  accounting  practice 
to  make  it  appear  that  every  corporation  pays  a 48-percent  rate  of  tax  when  in  fact  cor- 
porations are  actually  paying  at  vastly  different — and  often  quite  lower — effective  rates 
in  terms  of  their  actual  profits,  as  a result  of  a variety  of  tax  preferences,  has  become  a 
serious  obstacle  to  an  awareness  of  the  actual  structure  of  our  tax  system.. 

To  get  away  from  this  inadequacy  of  accounting  practice  to  furnish  realistic  effective 
rates  lor  purposes  of  comparison,  it  is  necessary  first  to  ascertain  the  before-tax  and  after- 
tax cash  flows  and  from  these  to  determine  profit  rates. 

Before-tax  cash  flow  is  the  total  amount  of  cash  available  to  the  firm,  after  all  the  out- 
of-pocket  expenses  have  been  paid.  (Thus,  in  conventional  accounting  terms,  It  Is  the  sum 
of  before-tax  profits  plus  any  allowance  for  depreciation  ; sometimes  this  total  is  referred  to 
as  quasi-rents.) 

To  determine  aftertax  cash  flow  we  must  calculate  each  year  the  depreciation  deduction, 
and  then  by  subtracting  this  deduction  from  before-tax  cash  flow  we  can  derive  the  taxable 
income.  Given  this  stream  of  taxable  income  over  each  of  the  years  being  simulated, 
together  with  the  selected  tax  rate,  enables  us  to  determine  the  annual  tax  payments  to 
be  made.  We  then  subtract  those  payments  from  taxable  income  to  obtain  the  aftertax 
cash  flow  available  to  the  firm.  Any  changes  in  tax  depreciation  will,  of  course,  change  the 
taxable  income  and  thus  the  resulting  aftertax  cash  flow.  There  can  therefore  be  as  many 
different  kinds  of  time  streams  for  aftertax  cash  flow  as  there  are  for  depreciation  deduc- 
tions, namely,  about' eight. 

From  this  Information  we  have  cash  flows  for  taxpayers  who  are  identical  except  for 
their  using  different  depreciation  lives  for  tax  purposes.  From  these  cash  flows  we  want 
to  calculate  for  each  taxpayer  a profit  rate  before  and  aftertax.  The  difference  between 
the  profit  rate  tax  for  any  taxpayer  and  his  profit  rate  before  tax  would  be  his  effective 
tax  rate. 

Profit  rates  can  be  calculated  from  cash  flows  in  different  ways,  and  the  study  involves 
all  the  commonly  used  methods  of  determining  profit  rates.  One  of  the  Important  methods 
used  in  the  study  involves  a comparison  of  before-tax  and  aftertax  internal  rates  of  return. 
An  internal  rate  of 'return  can  be  defined  as  that  rate  of  discount  which  sets  some  stream 
of  cash  flow  over  time  equal  to  some  fixed  amount  of  dollars  at  some  starting  point.  As  a 
start  this  concept  is  most  easily  considered  in  terms  of  a single  asset.  That  is,  assume  an 
asset  which  costs  a dollar  and  which  generates  or  throws  off  a certain  amount  of  cash  flow 
before  tax  over  a 10-year  period  of  time.  Some  discount  factor,  such  as  15  percent  for 
instance,  might  be  the  internal  rate  of  return  before  tax  which  sets  that  before-tax  stream 
of  cash  flow  equal  to  the  one  dollar  initial  acquisition  cost. 

Suppose  that  the  same  calculation  applied  to  the  cash  flow  aftertax,  determined  by 
using  actual  taxes  paid,  shows  that  the  Internal  rate  of  return  aftertax  was  7.8  percent. 
Since  7.8  percent  is  exactly  52  percent  of  the  before-tax  internal  rate  of  return  of  15  percent, 
the  calculation  indicates  that  the  taxpayer  has  paid  an  effective  tax  rate  of  48  percent. 
Put  differently,  his  before-tax  rate  of  return  was  reduced  by  48  percent  as  a consequence 
of  the  tax  payment.  Thus  a comparison  of  before-tax  rates  of  return  with  aftertax  rates  of 
return  determined  by  actual  tax  payments  made,  enables  us  to  derive  the  actual  effective 
rates  of  tax  for  the  varying  depreciation  situations. 

A taxpayer  using  a depreciation  tax  life  shorter  than  the  actual  life  will  find  less  differ- 
ence between  his  before  and  aftertax  rates  of  return,  i.e.,  he  will  have  a lower  effective 
tax  rate  than  will  the  conforming  taxpayer.  This  difference  in  the  effective  tax  rates  of 
these  two  taxpayers  is  the  measure  of  the  tax  advantage  that  would  go  to  the  non- 
conforming  taxpayer,  in  the  absence  of  the  enforcement  of  a link  between  tax  lives  and 
actual  lives,  and  hence  is  the  measure  of  tax  inequity  in  nonconforming  depreciation. 
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The  modeL  indicates  that  over  the  long  run,  as  well  as  the  short  run,  the  use 
of  nonconforming  tax  lives  can  have  a large  impact  on  effective  tax  rates.  Very 
commonly  the  opportunity  to  use  a tax  life  shorter  by  30  percent  than  the  actual 
life  will  produce  an  effective  tax  rate,  on  the  income  from  the  assets,  which  is 
lower  by  as  much  as  15  percent.  Thus,  a 48-percent  effective  income  tax  rate  can 
be  reduced  to  a 41-percent  effective  rate.  Or,  put  another  way,  the  use  of  the 
shorter  tax  life  means  in  effect  a doubling  of  the  investment  credit  for  the 
nonconforming  taxpayer. 

If  realism  in  depreciation  tax  lives  is  not  enforced,  it  will  not  be  at  all  uncom- 
mon that  one  taxpayer  will  be  replacing  at  the  guideline  tax  life  but  a competitor 
will  be  using  a tax  life  only  70  percent  as  long  as  his  actual  life.  If  so,  the  benefit 
that  would  be  conferred  on  the  nonconforming  taxpayer  would  be  a reduction 
in  its  corporate  tax  rate  on  the  profit  from  the  assets  twice  as  large  as  the  tax 
rate  reduction  granted  all  corporations  in  the  1964  Act. 

The  study  examined  this  difference  in  effective  tax  rates  in  a wide  variety  of 
situations.^  Some  range  of  difference  was  apparent,  but  the  basic  pattern  was 
quite  clear.  Very  rarely  did  30  percent  nonconformity  produce  a tax  benefit 
as  small  as  a reduction  of  6 percent  of  the  tax,  and  under  some  combinations  of 
fact  situations  and  profitability  definitions  the  difference  was  over  20  percent — 
which  would  mean  a tax  rate  of  38  percent. 

Thus,  nonconformity  in  depreciation  lives  does  not  catch  up  with  itself.  The 
intuitive  assumptions  described  earlier  about  the  long-run  effects  are  not  valid. 
Instead,  such  nonconformity  in  realistic  business  situations  is  a continuing 
source  of  different  tax  treatment  and  the  differences  do  not  wash  out  over  time. 
These  calculations  regarding  effective  tax  rates  described  those  rates  over  a 
oO-year  period. 

The  study  thus  furnishes  a measure  of.  the  tax  advantage  derived  over  the 
long  run  by  using  tax  lives  at  variance  with  actual  lives  and  thus  securing 
rapid  depreciation.  Moreover,  it  permits  this  measure  to  be  expressed  in  terms 
of  effective  income  tax  rates  on  the  profits  earned  by  the  assets  involved.  This 
enables  us  to  describe  the  advantage  in  terms  of  subjecting  one  taxpayer  to  a 
48-percent  tax  rate,  and  another  to  a 41-percent  tax  rate,  and  still  another  to  a 
lower  rate,  and  so  on.  No  one  has  advocated  that  we  draw  up  a corporate  tax 
rate  schedule  which  would  so  capriciously  subject  identical  taxpayers  to  such 
differences  in  tax  rates.  The  study  shows  that  this  would  be  the  actual,  albeit 
hidden,  result  of  permitting  nonconformity  in  depreciation  tax  lives. 

There  appears  to  be  no  reason  to  support  the  discriminatory  reduction  of 
taxes  for  particular  taxpayers  by  such  large  amounts.  Since  we  have  better 
ways  of  implementing  fiscal  policy,  tax  depreciation  policy  should  not  vary 
with  business  cycles. 

A fair  measure  of  taxable  income  in  a recession  is  a fair  measure  in  an  inflation, 
as  well  as  being  a fair  measure  when  the  economy  is  in  equilibrium. 

Conclusion 

Future  study  and  use  of  the  depreciation  study  computer  model. — It  can  be  a 
great  advantage  for  an  income  tax  structure  to  have  a rational  method  of 
handling  depreciation  that  provides  both  great  flexibility  to  taxpayers  in  choos- 
ing tax  lives  that  they  consider  realistic,  under  their  attitudes  as  to  asset  use 
. and  obsolescence,  and  a reliable  objective  technique  by  which  taxpayers  and 
administrators  may  measure  the  conformity  of  those  lives  to  the  actual  replace- 
ment policies  of  the  taxpayer  so  that  enforcement  of  realistic  depreciation 
can  be  readily  secured.  This  study  points  to  the  conclusion  that  the  guideline 
life  approach  coupled  with  the  reserve  ratio  tests  are  techniques  which  meet 
these  standards  for  a rational  depreciation  policy. 

It  must  be  noted  that  this  study — as  do  the  guideline  lives  and  the  reserve 
ratio  test  to  which  this  study  relates — deals  with  depreciable  lives.  The  study 
does  not  tell  us  whether,  in  a given  situation,  accelerated  depreciation  or 
straight-line  depreciation  more  properly  measures  the  allocation  of  depreciation 
deductions  over  the  tax  life.  It  would  be  helpful  to  continue  this  research  in  the 
depreciation  area  by  studying  certain  aspects  of  these  accelerated  methods.  For 


‘ The  study  also  tested-  the  difference  on  the  basis  of  alternative  definitions  of  profit- 
ability. Some  businessmen,  for  example,  calculate  the  profitability  of  an  Investment  in 
terms  of  the  number  of  years  it  will  take  for  the  cash  throwoft  to  equal  the  capita!  outlay. 
Effective  tax  rates  were  also  computed  by  comparing  this  profitability  measure,  called  the 
payoff  period,  on  a before  and  aftertax  basis. 
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example,  is  accelerated  depreciation  a proper  method  in  a lease  situation,  in 
which  the  taxpayer  has  himself  chosen  a stream  of  receipts  to  provide  a recovery 
of  capital  whose  timing  is  clearly  at  variance  with  the  timing  of  capital 
recovery  which  the  accelerated  methods  presuppose? 

This  brief  review  of  the  Treasury  depreciation  study  may  help  to  indicate 
something  of  the  diversity  and  the  complexity  involved  in  quantifying  some  of 
the  issues  being  discussed  in  the  tax  depreciation  field.  The  data  that  I have 
referred  to  today,  and  even  the  data  that  are  summarized  in  the  depreciation 
study  itself,  are  only  examples  of  the  types  of  quantification  that  can  be  pro- 
duced by  this  model  of  business  behavior  and  the  computer  program  which 
implements  that  model. 

After  the  study  is  published,  we  would  appreciate  any  evaluation  of  the 
methodology  or  of  the  particular  conclusions  drawn  from  the  results  presented 
in  the  study.  The  detailed  study,  when  it  is  available,  will  provide  quite  specific 
explanations  which  other  researchers  can  use  to  extend  the  analysis.  The  tax 
depreciation  area;  is  one  of  the  more  technical  and  involved  areas  that  policy 
officials,  tax  analysts,  and  practitioners  have  to  deal  with.  Research  and  analysis 
will  continue — and  the  model  could  be  made  available  for  those  interested  in  the 
depreciation  area.  We  feel  that  this  study  is  a suitable  guide  for  policymaking 
at  this  time.  It  will  have  served  an  equally  important  purpose  if  it  raises  the 
level  of  the  dialogue  in  this  difficult  analytic  and  policy  area. 

We  should  always  strive  to  pinpoint  the  crucial  questions  in  policy  areas  by 
scraping  away  the  slogans  and  mythology  which  can  so  completely  obscure 
the  essentials  of  the  Issues.  It  is  our  hope  that  this  particular  tax  policy  research 
study  will  help  to  define  the  real  Issues  in  the  depreciation  area  as  well  as  to 
supply,  at  least  partially,  an  adequate  answer  to  those  issues.  The  very  effort  of 
providing  more  quantitative  and  objective  answers  to  difficult  but  necessary 
questions  may  assist  or  stimulate  others  in  providing  even  better  answers.  The 
quality  of  the  answers,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Treasury  Tax  Policy  Research 
Studies,  should  be  judged  on  the  basis  of  the  acceptability  of  the  research 
methodology  and  the  adequacy  of  the  analysis  rather  than  the  support  they 
provide  to  any  preconceived  positions,  including  those  of  the  Treasury 
Department. 


Exhibit  29. — Excerpts  from  remarks  by  Assistant  Secretary  Surrey,  November 
15,  1967,  before  The  Money  Marketeers,  on  the  U.S.  income  tax  system — the 
need  for  a full  accounting;  and  Treasury  Department  Report  “The  Tax  Ex- 
penditure Budget:  A Conceptual  Analysis” 

EXCERPTS  PROM  REIMARKS  BY  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  SURREY,  ON 
THE  U.S.  INCOME  TAX  SYSTEM— THE  NEED  FOR  A FULL  AOOOUNTINC 

« * « 4 * 4: 

An  income  tax  system  of  such  strength  and  breadth  of  application  [as  the  U.S. 
system]  warrants  a full  accounting.  It  would  seem  but  obvious  that  we  should  be 
fully  aware  of  its  content  and  scope,  so  that  we  could  intelligently  pass  judgment 
on  its  effects.  This  being  so,  it  is  all  the  more  surprising  that  there  are  gaps  in 
the  accounting  that  now  obtains.  These  gaps  exist  both  at  the  governmental  level, 
in  the  way  our  Budget  reflects  the  income  tax,  and  at  the  level  of  the  Individual 
business,  in  the  way  financial  accounting  handles  the  impact  of  the  tax.  These 
gaps  have  serious  implications  for  our  understanding  of  the  tax  system. 

$ « « * * * 

The  recent  Report  of  the  President’s  Commission  on  Budget  Concepts  seeks  to 
develop  one  comprehensive  measure  to  reflect  aggregate  revenues.  Its  recom- 
mendation for  the  revenue  and  expenditures  part  of  the  budget  would  include  all 
revenue  sources — ^both  general  revenues  and  trust  fund  revenues — and  would 
place  reporting  of  the  income  tax  revenues  on  an  accrual  basis.  * * * 

The  President’s  Commission  on  Budget  Concepts  also  made  recommendations 
regarding  the  budget  treatment  of  expenditures,  but  one  aspect  was  not  consid- 
ered. The  aspect  not  considered — and  this  is  reflected  in  all  discussions  of  expen- 
ditures— concerns  the  Govemment  expenditures  made  through  the  tax  system.  At 
first  blush,  such  a phrase — Government  expenditures  through  a tax  system — seems 
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almost  meaningless.  A tax  system  presumably  concerns  itself  with  raising  reve- 
nues rather  than  spending  funds.  But  a closer  analysis  of  our  present  tax  system 
would  reveal  real  substance  to  the  phrase.  Through  deliberate  departures  from 
accepted  concepts  of  net  income  and  through  various  special  exemptions,  deduc- 
tions, and  credits,  our  tax  system  does  operate  to  affect  the  private  economy 
in  ways  that  are  usually  accomplished  by  expenditures — in  effect  to  produce  an 
expenditure  system  described  in  tax  language. 

Let  us  take  a simple  example:  The  Federal  budget  for  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  has  line  items  detailing  expenditures,  including 
trust  fund  expenditures,  for  old  age  assistance.  But  that  budget  contains  no  line 
item  for  the  $2.3  billion  expended  through  the  tax  system  to  aid  the  elderly — 
under  the  special  $600  exemption,  the  retirement  income  credit,  the  exclusion 
of  social  security  retirement  benefits,  and  so  on.  The  HEW  budget  also  has  line 
items  for  medical  assistance  expenditures,  but  no  line  item  for  $100  million 
expended  through  the  tax  system  by  reason  of  the  special  exemption  for  sick 
pay  paid  to  employees. 

The  budgets  of  the  Commerce  Department  and  the  Transportation  Department 
contain  line  items  for  expenditures  under  Federal  programs  for  aiding  business. 
But  there  are  no  line  items  for  the  very  large  amounts,  reaching  over  $1  billion, 
expended  through  the  tax  system  either  as  tax  relief,  incentives,  or  assistance  for 
a variety  of  business  activities:  for  example,  financial  institutions,  through 
.special  deductions  for  reserves  ; Western  Hemisphere  Trade  Corporations,  through 
special  rate  reductions ; shipping  companies  and  life  insurance  companies,  through 
special  deferrals. 

The  budget  of  the  Interior  Department  has  line  items  for  natural  resources 
programs,  but  no  line  items  for  the  large  amounts,  also  over  a billion  dollars, 
expended  under  the  tax  system  to  assist  our  natural  resources  industries,  includ- 
ing timber,  through  expensing  of  certain  capital  costs,  expensing  in  excess  of  cost 
under  the  treatment  of  depletion,  and  special  capital  gain  treatment.  The  budget 
for  the  Agriculture  Department  has  line  items  representing  programs  to  assist 
agricultural  activities,  but  no  line  items  for  amounts,  over  a half -billion,  expended 
under  the  tax  system  through  the  expensing  of  certain  capital  costs,  the  availa- 
bility of  the  cash  method  of  accounting  even  if  inventories  are  used,  and  special 
capital  gains  treatment  of  livestock. 

The  absence  of  line  items  in  the  budget  for  these  tax  expenditures — this  lack  of 
:>  full  accounting  for  our  tax  system — ^^has  many  facets.  To  begin  with,  it  lessens 
>/ublic  understanding  of  significant  segments  of  our  tax  policies.  For  the  most 
part  there  are  no  line  items  in  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  Statistics  of  Income 
delineating  these  items,  so  that  in  the  absence  of  special  studies  the  amounts 
involved  are  simply  unobtainable.  Indeed,  many  of  these  “tax  expenditure”  pro- 
grams cannot  be  found  in  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  so  that  unlike  direct 
expenditure  programs  where  the  budget  trails  are  relatively  well  posted,  the 
“tax  expenditure”  trails  are  very  often  obscurely  marked. 

A large  part  of  the  tax  benefits  for  the  elderly  rests  on  a very  brief  and  cryptic 
administrative  ruling  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  excluding  social  security 
retirement  benefits  from  income,  without  citation  of  any  authority  for  the  result ; 
much  of  the  benefits  for  financial  institutions  rests  on  administrative  rulings 
stating  how  the  reserves  against  debts  owed  to  banks  shall  be  computed  ; a large 
part  of  the  benefits  to  agriculture  and  natural  resources  also  find  their  origin  and 
even  some  of  their  current  expression  in  administrative  rulings  and  regulations. 

When  congressional  talk  and  public  opinion  turn  to  reduction  and  control  of 
Federal  expenditures,  these  tax  expenditures  are  never  mentioned.  Yet  it  is  clear 
that  if  these  tax  amounts  were  treated  as  line  items  on  the  expenditure  side  of  the 
budget,  they  would  automatically  come  under  the  close  scrutiny  of  the  Congress 
and  the  Budget  Bureau.  But  the  tax  expenditures  are  not  so  listed,  and  they  are 
thus  automatically  excluded  from  that  scrutiny.  Instead,  since  they  are  phrased 
in  tax  language  and  placed  in  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  any  examination  to  be 
given  to  them  must  fall  in  the  classification  of  “tax  reform”  and  not  “expenditure 
control.”  There  is  a vast  difference  between  the  two  classifications. 

It  can  be  suggested  therefore  that  we  need  a full  accounting  for  these  effects 
of  the  tax  system.  The  approach  would  be  to  explore  the  possibility  of  describing 
in  the  Federal  budget  the  expenditure  equivalents  of  tax  benefit  provisions. 
We  should  not,  of  course,  overlook  the  difficulties  of  interpretation  or  measure- 
ment involved  here.  Thus,  just  which  tax  measures  can  be  said  to  fall  in  this 
category — in  other  words,  which  tax  rules  are  integral  to  a tax  system  in  order 
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to  provide  a balanced  tax  structure  and  a proper  measurement  of  net  income, 
and  which  tax  rules  represent  departures  from  that  net  income  concept  and  bal- 
anced structure  to  provide  relief,  assistance,  incentive,  or  what  you  w’ill  for  a 
particular  group  or  activity.  Also,  once  a tax  item  can  be  identified  as  falling  in 
this  second  category,  we  must  then  compute  its  expenditure  equivalent.  Presum- 
ably this  would  be  the  amount  of  revenue  lost,  i.e.,  “spent,”  under  the  special 
tax  treatment,  and  in  a number  of  sltuaitions  revenue  statistics  would  have  to 
be  improved  to  give  us  this  information. 

This  discussion  is  not  to  be  taken  as  saying  that  all  tax  relief  measures  are 
bad— or  that  all  are  good — ;just  as  it  is  not  intended  to  state  that  all  Federal 
expenditure  programs  are  bad  or  all  good.  This  is  not  a qualitative  discussion  of 
tax  preferences  or,  as  some  say,  tax  loopholes. 

* ■ * ■ ■ - » • * ■ . ' * « . 

Nor  is  my  discussion  intended  to  say  that  tax  relief  deliberately  programed  as 
a direct  expenditure  item  would  look  the  same.  Indeed,  a possible  consequence  of 
describing  tax  preferences  as  expenditure  equivalents  is  that;  more  efiicient  ways 
to  achieve  the  objective  may  be  developed.  I cannot  think  of  any  responsible  HEW 
or  Budget  Bureau  offielal  -who  would  put  together  an  expenditure  program  of  as- 
sistance to  the  elderly  that  would  in  any  way  resemble  the  crazy-quilt  pattern  of 
our  tax  treatrhent  of  the  elderly.  Under  that  treatment  half  of  the  tax  revenues 
spent  go  to  i«ople  over  age  65  on  retirement  whose  annual  income  is  over  $10,000 
and  hardly  any  goes  to  people  in  that  age  group  who  continue  to  work  for  their 
maintenance  and  whose  incomes  are  far  lower.  Nor  can  I think  of  an  agricul- 
tural expert  who  would  put  together  a farm  program  under  which  the  benefits 
would  become  greater  the  wealthier  the  owner  and  the  less  he  relied  on  his  farm 
activity  as  the  source  of  his  income.  Indeed,  I suspect  that  cost-benefit  experts 
assigned  to  measure  the  efheieney  of  tax  expenditure  programs  would  hayd.a  fas- 
cinating time.  Appropriate  budgetary  recognition  of  these  tax  expenditures  would 
facilitate  such  cost-benefit  studies.  . 

At  this  point  a word  on  the  Investment  credit  may  be  helpful  to  Illustrate  a 
different  kind  of  tax  device.  This  credit,  is  a feature- of  our  tax  law  designed  to 
Improve  fates  of  return  and  to  increase  investment.  We  believe  it  is  a sound  pro- 
vision which  serves  to  achieve  a better  balance  in  a tax  system  which  would 
otherwise  impinge  too  heavily  on  the  level  of  private  savings  and  investment. 
Perhaps  it  could  be  cast  as  a direct  Government  expenditure,  and  the  English 
have  recently  taken  this  approach.  But  there  are  very  definite  advantages  in 
handling  the  sums  Involved  through  the  tax  system.  The  c^omputation  of  the 
credit  depends  entirely  on  tax  concepts,  such  as  the  basis  for  depreciation  and 
depreciable  lives,  and  being  in  the  tax  system  its  effect  is  limited  to  firms  which, 
at  least  over  the  long  run,  expect  to- make  profits.  Also,  by  being  in  the  tax  system 
it  remains  quite  neutral  with  regard  to  the  investment  to  which  it  is  applied ; it 
does  not  involve  extensive  Government  decisions  as  to  which  investments  are  par- 
ticularly meritorious.  It  is  spread  very  broadly  over  all  business,  agriculture, 
finance,  the  professions,  and  so  on— the  whole  gamut  of  American  enterprise. 

* - # * • . , * . ■ . * - 

There  are  thus  considerable  gaps  in  the  present  accounting  for  our  income 
tax  system.  It  may  be  helpful  to  relate, this  description  of  these  gaps  to  a cur- 
rent matter — the  use  of  tax  incentives  to  rneet  our  social  problems.  , , 

America  faces  many  social  problems  that  desperately  require  solution.  A major 
part  of  these  problems  centers  around  the  plight  of  our  cities  and  their  disadvan- 
taged residents.  One  aspect  of  suggested  solutions  involves  an  increase  in  moderate 
and  low  income  housing,  with  special  emphasis  on  housing  located  in  these  areas. 
Another  involves  providing  jobs  for  the  disadvantaged,  through  manpower  train- 
ing programs  and  greater  employment  in  business  activity  Within  these  areas  or 
the  aided  movement  of  the  inhabitants  to  jobs  outside  the  areas.  Participation  by 
private  enterprise,  especially  large  concerns,  is  considered  helpful  to  achieve- 
ment of  these  goals.  But  it  is  said  that  the  likely  rate  of  return  from  business 
activity  involving  that  participation  may  not  be  adequate  to  enlist  that  participa- 
tion. Hence  it  is  proposed  In  some  quarters  that  the  rate  of  return  be  increased  by 
some  form  of  tax  reduction  in  exchange  for  the  participation  desired.  The  tax 
reduction  suggested  generally  involves  a large  credit  against  tax  or  special 
deductions.  ’ . ' 

This  is  one  iUustration  of  the  tax  incentive  approach  in  the  setting  of  social 
reform.  Other  illustrations  may  be  found  in  other  social  objectives — pollution 
control,  aid  to  education,  assistance  to  rural  areas,  and  so  on. 
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Certainly  no  one  can  quarrel  with  these  social  objectives.  In  the  past  tax  in- 
centives were  generally  sought — and  at  times  obtained — on  the  ground  that  a 
particular  industry  needed  support.  The  crucial  question  of  why  that  support  was 
in  the  public  interest  was  barely  spelled  out,  if  at  all,  and  the  details  of  proof 
were  held  to  a minimum.  But  today  the  public  Interest  objective  is  in  the  fore- 
front, and  needs  no  proving.  And  it  is  generally  taken  for  granted  that  private 
enterprise  participation  will  always  be  helpful.  What  is  not  shown  Is  why  the 
tax  route  is  to  be  preferred  over  other  means  of  inducing  the  desired  participa- 
tion of  private  enterprise. 

The  immediate  leap  to  the  tax  solution  serves  only  to  stultify  thinking  about 
these  social  problems.  Once  the  leap  is  made  there  is  no  opportunity  to  explore 
the  details  of  the  problems.  Yet  a great  many  useful  questions  can  be  asked : For 
example,  as  to  low  income  housing  in  urban  areas  and  jobs  for  the  urban  dis- 
advantaged, just  why  has  private  enterprise  not  undertaken  these  tasks  in  the 
past?  Is  it  that  the  immediate  return  is  insufficient,  or  is  it  that  the  participation 
has  been  seen  as  only  sporadic?  What  forms  of  private  enterprise  are  best  suited 
to  the  tasks?  Is  it  a large  industrial  concern  or  a small  indigenous  business 
locally  owned ; is  it  manufacturing  activity  or  service  activity ; is  it  an  experi- 
enced builder  or  a concern  new  to  the  building  field  but  with  management  know- 
how in  other  business  fields?  More  crucial,  what  measures  are  needed  to  induce 
the  participation — what  rate  of  profit,  what  assistance  in  financing,  what  guaran- 
tees against  loss,  what  assurance  of  a continued  market,  what  other  forms  of 
protection  against  the  risks  that  have  hitherto  restrained  participation,  and  so  on? 

With  these  questions  answered  as  best  we  can,  the  task  is  then  imaginatively 
to  search  the  arsenal  of  possible  governmental  action — if  Government  assistance 
is  needed — to  see  which  forms  of  governmental  action  can  be  most  responsive, 
effective,  and  efficient.  Here  also  the  immediate  leap  to  the  tax  route  can  only 
prove  stultifying,  for  it  tends  to  foreclose  consideration  of  all  other  avenues  of 
assistance.  And  yet  experience  has  taught  us  that  with  respect  to  governmental 
assistance  to  a particular  group  or  activity,  the  nontax  route  is  far  more  likely 
to  yield  the  better  answer  at  a lesser  cost.  Moreover,  the  tax  answer  once  enacted 
may  well  inhibit  further  useful  thought  about  the  problem.  It  would  seem  far 
better  to  let  HUD  or  Commerce  or  Labor  or  HEW  gain  experience  and  flexibility 
through  nontax  solutions  that  can  be  varied  and  tested,  than  turn  much  of  the 
task  over  to  the  Internal  Revenue  Service,  which  has  no  background  of  experience 
to  use  and  for  whom  an  increase  in  experience  in  the  social  area  will  not  yield 
the  productive  return  that  it  would  in  the  other  departments. 

Our  progress  in  space  exploration  is  not  Jruilt  on  tax  incentives,  but  on  direct 
relations  between  Government  and  business  that  bring  forth  the  required 
participation  by  private  enterprise.  Our  capsules  are  not  propelled  into  space 
by  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

In  large  part  those  who  leap  to  the  tax  route  recognize  all  this.  But  they 
assume  that  the  nontax  solutions  will  involve  large  Government  expenditures 
and  they  fear  that  the  appropriation  door  is  shut  or  will  not  open  very  wide. 
Whatever  may  be  the  validity  of  those  assumptions  and  fears  as  to  any  partic- 
lar  program,  there  is  no  reason  to  conclude  that  .because  the  front  door  of 
appropriations  is  closed  or  narrow,  the  back  door  of  tax  reduction  will  open  wide. 

Those  who  are  concerned  with  the  level  of  Government  expenditures  are 
cognizant  of  the  two  doors  to  the  Federal  budget.  They  readily  understand  that 
a decrease  in  revenues  through  a tax  expenditure  has  the  same  impact  on  the 
budget  deficit  as  a direct  increase  in  expenditures.  Chairman  Mills  of  the  House 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  for  example,  has  said  he  considers  such  tax  in- 
centives as  “a  form  of  back  door  spending.”  He  thus  fully  recognizes  it  is  the 
door  of  his  committee  that  is  being  knocked  on  as  the  entrance  to  the  budget 
through  tax  incentives,  rather  than  the  direct  route  of  Government  assistance. 
And  he  can  also  recognize  if  that  door  opens  for  one  or  two  tax  incentives,  it 
must  inevitably  stay  permanently  ajar  for  the  wave  of  tax  incentives  that 
would  follow'. 

Chairman  Mills  is  on  sound  ground.  For  here  also  we  reach  the  aspect  of  full 
and  proper  accounting.  Our  experience  with  the  tax  incentives  of  the  past  should 
give  us  pause  before  we  add  a new  tax-route  expenditure  and  then  keep  it 
buried  in  the  Code  away  from  public  scrutiny.  We  have  learned  that  the  tax 
incentive  of  the  moment  becomes  the  tax  reform  target  of  many  tomorrows. 
What  can  ,be  said  about  tax  incentives  for  these  urban  problems  can  also  be 
said  about  tax  incentives  for  our  other  social  problems — pollution  control, 
college  education  within  the  reach  of  all  who  are  qualified,  development  of 
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rural  areas  and  new  towns,  assistance  to  depressed  areas,  and  so  on.  It  is  almost 
demeaning  to  our  collective  wisdom  to  say  that  every  one  of  these  problems  will 
yield  and  yield  only  to  the  universal  solvent  of  a tax  incentive.  And  if  they  did, 
how  would  we  solve  the  loss  of  our  tax  system  that  this  maze  of  tax  incentives 
would  mean  ? 

All  of  this  is  not  to  be  taken^and  this  must  be  underscored — as  saying  the 
Treasury  Department  stands  aloof  from  society  and  its  problems.  The  Treasury 
clearly  recognizes  that  a negative  answer  as  respects  the  tax  route  equally 
does  not  solve  a problem.  It  therefore  has  joined — and  continually  will  join — the 
other  departments  and  agencies  in  the  active  search  for  constructive  solutions 
involving  other  forms  of  governmental  assistance  or  action. 

Indeed,  the  Treasury  has  found  that  the  way  to  obtain  imaginative  and 
broad  thinking  about  these  social  problems — to  obtain  real  brainstorming — is 
to  tell  the  groups  concerned  to  forget  their  stereotype,  first  impulse  solution  of 
a tax  incentive,  to  close  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  to  bar  their  tax  lawyers  from 
the  meeting — and  then  get  down  to  the  real  task  of  analyzing  the  problems  and 
thinking  about  the  possible  solutions.  The  results  are  alvfays  positive.  Once 
the  blinders  of  a proposed  tax  incentive  solution  are  removed  and  the  whole 
horizon  of  approaches  is  opened  to  exploration,  we  begin  to  appreciate  that 
there  are  many  constructive  measures  that  can  be  taken  outside  of  the  tax 
system. 

Our  social  problems  are  causing  very  large  demands  to  be  made  upon  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  We  are  a wealthy  nation  and  we  certainly  should  be  able 
to  solve  these  problems.  But  even  with  our  great  wealth  the  solutions  for  all 
these  problems  will  come  more  readily  if  our  planning  is  efficient  and  sound.  There 
are  limits  to  the  ways  in  which  we  can  use  our  resources  and  those  limits  require 
careful  expenditure  control.  Such  control  in  the  planning  of  a particular  program, 
even  one  with  a high  priority,  means  other  useful  programs  wiU  not  have  tb  be 
starved, 

We  must  therefoire  recognize  that  our  tax  system  should  not  be  used  as  a 
back  door  through  which  the  dollars  are  to  flow  free  from  this  careful  planning. 
We  need  a much  higher  degree  of  accounting  for  the  dollars  that  the  tax  ex- 
penditure programs  which  grew  up  in  the  past  are  now  absorbing.  We  also 
should  be  careful  not  to  leap  to  a new  set  of  uncontrolled  tax  expenditure 
programs  through  a new  set  of  tax  incentives.  This  is  especially  so  when  there 
are  adequate  nontax  measures  at  hand  with  which  to  attack  these  social  prob- 
lems. As  a consequence,  closing  the  back  door  of  tax  incentives  does  not  nman 
‘that  no  solution  will  be  provided.  Rather,  it  means  that  the  doors  and  windows  are 
opened  for  constructive  thinking  about  these  other  measures.  This  is  the  way 
to  both  social  progress  and  a sound  tax  system. 

THE  TAX  EXPENDITURE  BUDGET:  A CONCEPTUAD  ANALYSIS 

Introduction 

As  every  taxpayer  Icnows,  income  tax  laws  and  regulations  are  complex.  Much 
of  the  complexity  derives  from  the  numerous  deductions,  exemptions,  credits, 
and  exclusions  allowed  taxpayers  in  stipulated  circumstances.  Many,  probably 
most,  of  these  provisions  exist  because  of  the  belief  that  they  are  directly  related 
to  the  measurement  of  net  income  appropriate  to  an  income  tax.  But  others 
appear  in  the  tax  code  because  of  the  belief  that,  while  not  required  to  measure 
net  income,  the  provision  promotes  some  other  objective,  such  as  economic  growth 
or  a desirable  expenditure  pattern  by  taxpayers.  In  many  areas  the  influence  of 
the  tax  code  on  private  economic  behavior  through  these  special  tax  provisions 
is  of  an  amount  ’ which  approaches  and,  in  some  instances,  surpasses  that  of 
direct  Government  expenditures  directed  to  the  same  objective. 

Each  of  these  special  tax  provisions  reduces  Government  revenues  available 
for  other  purposes,  much  as  do  increases  in  direct  Government  expenditures. 
In  most  cases,  direct  expenditures  or  loan  programs  exist  as  alternatives  for 
achieving  the  same  purpose  that  the  special  tax  provisions  are  designed  to  accorn- 
plish.  Our  . Federal  budget  as  presently  constituted,  however,  does  not  report 
those  tax  revenues  which  the  Government  does  not  collect  because  income  sub- 
ject to  tax  is  reduced  by  these  special  provisions  and  the  various  special  credits, 
deductions,  exclusions,  and  exemptions  which  they  provide.  The  budget  in  its 
present  form  thus  understates  the  role  of  Federal  Government  financial  influences 
on  the  behavior  of  individuals  and  businesses  and  on  income  distribution. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


EXHIBITS 


327 


As  a consequence  of  these  special  provisions  in  the  tax  system  (some  provi- 
sions are  in  the  statutory  tax  law  and  others  appear  in  regulations  and  rulings ) , 
the  personal  and  corporate  Income  tax  bases  deviate  in  numerous  ways  from 
widely  accepted  definitions  of  net  income.  Numerous  kinds  of  income  are  excluded 
from  taxation  altogether  while  others  are  included  only  in  part.  Various  types 
of  expenditures  by  households  give  rise  to  deductions  which  are  subtracted 
from  income. 

These  special  tax  provisions  and  adjustments  have  been  conti-oversial  in 
varying  degree  ait  varying  times.  In  many  cases,  differences  of  opinion  persist 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  effects  of  these  deviations  on  income  distribution  and 
resource  allocation  are  desirable.  This  special  analysis  is  not  concerned  with 
the  desirability  of  these  provisions.  Rather,  it  lists  the  major  respects  in  which 
the  current  income  tax  bases  deviate  from  widely  accepted  definitions  of  income 
and  standards  of  business  accounting  and  from  the  generally  accepted  structure 
of  an  income  tax,  together  with  estimates  of  the  amount  by  which  each  of  these 
deviations  reduces  revenues.  It  also  arrays  these  tax  provisions  in  the  functional 
categories  under  which  direct  expenditures  are  classified  in  the  Federal  budget. 

The  purpose  of  this  analysis  is  to  present  information  on  the  basis  of  which 
each  of  these  special  tax  provisions  and  their  revenue  cost  can  be  compared  with 
other  such  provisions  which  entail  a reduction  in  revenues,  and  with  direct 
expenditures  or  loan  programs  which  result  in  outlays  of  a similar  magnitude. 
The  inclusion  of  such  information,  in  addition  to  the  ordinary  budget  accounts, 
can  clarify  and  present  more  fully  the  role  of  the  Federal  Government  in  various 
functional  areas.  This  information  cannot  presently  be  obtained  from  either 
the  budget  documents  or  the  Statistics  of  Income  published  by  the  Internal  Rev- 
enue Service. 

It  is  useful  periodically  to  review  the  impact  on  revenues  of  special  tax  provi- 
sions, much  as  direct  expenditures  are  subject  to  annual  or  periodic  review,  since 
these  Impacts  may  change  quite  substantially  over  time.  The  amount  of  the 
revenue  loss  from  the  various  provisions  varies  with  changes  in  the  economy 
and  in  tax  rates.  And  the  importance  and  priority  of  the  objectives  of  the  various 
special  tax  provisions  change  over  time. 

The  use  of  a specific  tax  provision  to  support  or  subsidize  a particular  industry 
or  economic  activity  may  be  a relatively  inefficient  or  costly  method  to  accom- 
plish the  objective,  compared  to  a direct  expenditure,  the  net  cost  of  a loan  pro- 
gram, or  alternative  tax  provisions.  In  other  words,  the  ratio  of  benefits  to  costs 
might  be  more  favorable  under  an  expenditure  or  loan  program  than  by  means 
of  a special  tax  provision,  or  it  might  not.  If  these  provisions,  however,  are  not 
reviewed  periodically  to  measure  the  benefits  they  achieve  against  the  revenue 
loss,  ineffective  and  outdated  provisions  may  remain  in  the  tax  law  for  years. 

In  recent  years  there  has  been  growing  interest  in  improving  program  planning 
and  evaluation  by  examining  efficiency  and  effectiveness  in  expenditure  examin- 
ing programs.  The  technique  of  program  budgeting  has  been  given  Government- 
wide application  following  an  Executive  order  by  President  Johnson.  In  the  fiscal 
year  1967  budget  message  (page  33),  the  President  enumerated  several  basic 
steps  directing  the  executive  branch  to  develop  and  introduce  a new  planning- 
programing-budgeting  system  which  will  acco-mplish  the  following : 

— “Be  more  concrete  and  precise  about  the  objectives  of  our  programs. 

— Examine  longer  tei'm  problems  and  consequences  more  systematically. 

— Consider  more  alternatives  before  reaching  decisions. 

• — Link  our  planning  efforts  more  directly  to  budget  decisions. 

— Get  more  effectiveness  for  the  dollars  we  spend. 

■ — Provide  more  benefits  to  the  American  people  in  more  economical  ways.” 

Also,  in  his  1966  “Economic  Report”  (page  18),  the  President  in  discussing 
criteria  for  taxation  referred  to  the  need  to  apply  the  efficiency  test  to  taxation, 
recognizing  that  tax  provisions  can  also  represent  Government  costs : 

“In  a fully  employed  economy,  special  tax  benefits  to  stimulate  some  activities 
or  investments  mean  that  we  will  have  less  of  other  activities.  Benefits  that  the 
Government  extends  through  direct  expenditures  are  periodically  reviewed 
and  often  altered  in  the  budget-appropriation  process,  but  too  little  attention 
is  given  to  reviewing  particular  tax  benefits.  These  benefits,  like  all  other  activi- 
ties of  Government,  must  stand  up  to  the  tests  of  efficiency  and  fairness.” 

Conceptual  framework 

The  special  tax  provisions  take  many  forms.  Under  some,  certain  types  of  income 
are  excluded  from  taxation,  a few  examples  being  interest  on  State  and  local  gov- 
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ernment  bonds,  half  of  realized  long  term  capital  gains,  social  security  benefits  to 
the  aged,  and  employer  payments  for  fringe  benefits,  such  as  hospitalization, 
surgical,  and  group  life  Insurance  premiums.  Other  special  tax  provisions  are 
in  the  form  of  deductions  for  certain  personal  expenses,  such  as  charitable 
contributions,  medical  expenses,  and  interest  payments.  Other  special  deduction 
provisions  allow  business  expenditures  in  excess  of  actual  cost  (percentage  deple- 
tion, certain  bad  debt  reserves)  or  earlier  in  time  than  the  cost  would  become  an 
expense  under  business  accounting  (agriculture,  research  and  development,  ex- 
ploration and  discovery  of  natural  resources).  Other  special  provisions  provide 
a lower  effective  tax  rate  than  is  generally  applicable,  such  as  the  lower  statutory 
rate  on  Western  Hemisphere  Trade  Corporations  and  the  lower  ceiling  rate  on 
long-term  capital  gains.  Still  other  provisions  take  the  form  of  tax  credits  (re- 
tirement income  credit,  investment  credit) . 

Most  of  these  special  tax  provisions  are  designed  expressly  to  achieve  objectives 
similar  in  nature  to  those  of  direct  Government  expenditures  or  loan  programs. 
In  each  functional  area,  the  Federal  budget  includes  direct  Government  expendi- 
tures, direct  Government  loans,  loans  insured  by  the  Government,  and  loan  sub- 
sidies which  have  similar  though  perhaps  not  identical  objectives.  In  each  of 
these  areas,  such  direct  spending  or  loan  programs  would  be  an  alternative  method 
to  accomplish  the  purpose  which  the  special  tax  provision  seeks  to  achieve  or 
encourage. 

We  can  examine  several  of  these  tax  provisions  to  indicate  how  “tax  expendi- 
tures” are  alternatives  to  direct  expenditures  or  Government  lending  programs. 
As  a first  illustration,  consider  the  provisions  which  benefit  the  aged.  The 
Federal  budget  lists  under  the  functional  category  of  “health,  labor,  and  welfare” 
large  direct  expenditures  including  the  social  security  and  medicare  trust  funds 
for  the  aged.  But  the  budget  contains  no  item  to  show  the  $2.3  billion  expended 
through  the  tax  system  to  aid  the  elderly  through  the  retirement  Income  credit, 
the  additional  $600  exemption,  and  the  exclusion  of  social  security  retirement 
benefits.  The  same  assistance  could  be  achieved  by  additional  transfer  payments 
to  the  aged  rather  than  by  tax  provisions. 

As  another  illustration,  commerce  and  transportation  shows  almost  $8  billion 
of  direct  exjpendltures  and  net  lending  for  fiscal  year  1968.  However,  the  budget 
does  not  reveal  the  additional  amounts  which  aid  business  through  various  tax 
relief,  tax  incentive,  and  other  tax  provisions.  These  special  provisions  assist 
a variety  of  business  activities,  for  example,  financial  institutions  through  special 
deductions  for  bad  debt  reserves,  which  reduce  Income  subject  to  tax ; Western 
Hemisphere  Trade  Corporations  through  special  rate  reductions : shipping  com- 
panies through  special  deferrals ; firms  making  new  investments  in  machinery 
and  equipment  through  the  investment  credit ; small  business  through  the  lower 
rate  on  the  first  $25,000  of  taxable  income  and  more  generous  depreciation  de- 
ductions. Direct  expenditures  could  be  designed  as  substitutes  for  these  tax  ex- 
penditures. For  example,  “investment  grants”  could  be  paid  to  firms  undertaking 
new  investments,  in  place  of  the  “investment  tax  credit.” 

Direct  expenditures  for  natural  resources,  as  another  example,  are  itemized  in 
the  budget  but  no  items  are  presented  to  cost  out  the  assistance  the  tax  sys- 
tem provides  these  industries  by  permitting  the  expensing  of  certain  capital 
costs,  the  use  of  percentage  depletion  in  excess  of  cost  depletion,  and  special 
capital  gains  treatment  for  timber  and  for  iron  ore  and  coal  royalties.  Direct 
expenditures  could  be  tailored  to  achieve  the  same  purpose  as  these  expenditures 
through  the  tax  system.  For  example,  subsidies  might  be  paid  to  encourage 
exploration  and  development  of  selected  minerals  or  good  forest  management. 

In  the  field  of  housing,  one  of  the  major  tax  expenditures  is  the  deduction 
allowed  for  Interest  paid  on  home  mortgages,  which  now  costs  the  Government 
about  $1.9  billion  annually  in  income  tax  receipts  foregone.  The  Government  now 
provides  direct  subsidies  to  lower  the  interest  rates  on  mortgages  paid  by  buyers 
of  certain  homes.  Such  direct  interest  subsidy  payments  could  be  increased  and 
broadened  to  achieve  the  same  goal  as  the  tax  provisions.  Alternatively,  Federal 
programs  to  guarantee  or  insure  mortgages  on  homes  or  to  make  direct  loans 
could  be  expanded  as  an  alternative  to  deductibility  of  mortgage  interest  for  tax 
purposes. 

The  recommendations  of  the  President’s  Commission  on  Budget  Concepts 
provided  that  in  the  unified  budget  direct  expenditures,  credit  programs,  and  the 
discounted  present  value  of  loan  or  interest  subsidies  should  be  included  on 
the  outlay  side.  These  changes  represent  significant  improvements  in  making 
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the  budget  a more  comprebensive  aud  useful  preseutation.  To  complete  tbe 
budget  picture,  however,  tbe  Government  expenditures  made  through  the  tax 
system  need  to  be  taken  into  account.  Since  these  tax  ex'penditures  serve  ends  simi- 
lar to  those  which  are,  or  might  be,  served  by  direct  expenditure  programs  or  loan 
programs,  it  would  be  appropriate  and  instructive  to  juxtapose  the  tax  provi- 
sions and  the  revenue  costs  they  involve  with  the  expenditures  in  the  same 
functional  category  in  order  to  understand  better  the  purpose  to  which  public 
resources  ai-e  allocated.  This  study  provides  such  a classification  of  tax  expend- 
itures together  with  estimates  of  the  amounts  involved.  It  treats  the  revenues 
“lost”  through  the  special  tax  provisions  as  the  cost  of  the  tax  expenditures 
involved. 

Some  of  the  special  tax  provisions  cost  revenue  which  is  lost  to  the  Government 
forever,  resulting  from  those  exclusions,  exemptions,  deductions,  credits,  or 
preferential  rates  which  reduce  the  current  tax  base  or  the  tax  rates  without  any 
ofiEsetting  increase  in  the  tax  base  later.  Such  provisions  provide  tax  expenditures 
which  correspond  closely  to  direct  expenditures. 

Other  speoiajl  tax  provisions  serve  imimediately  to  defer  the  time  when  the 
taxes  will  be  paid.  For  a particular  taxpayer  or  a particular  transaction  or 
asset,  the  special  provision  may  really  represent  a deferral  of  tax.  However, 
for  stable  ^or  growing  businesses  with  an  indefinite  life,  for  the  U.S.  Government, 
and  for  the  entire  economy,  the  deferral  of  taxes  continues  forever  under  most 
of  these  provisions ; in  addition  in  an  expanding  economy  the  aggregate  amount 
of  deferred  taxes  tends  to  grow  year  after  year.  Examples  of  special  tax  pro- 
visions which  cause  deferral  of  taxes  from  .the  viewpoint  of  the  individual 
taxpayers  include : employer  contributions  to  private  pension  plans  and  invest- 
ment income  of  such  plans ; deductions  of  funds  set  ^aside  by  self-employed 
persons  for  their  pensions;  accelerated  depreciation  deductions  on  particular 
buildings ; the  portion  of  net  income  reinvested  in  ship  construction  and  renova- 
tion by  cej'tadn  shipping  companies ; expensing  of  capital  costs  in  agriculture  and 
natural  resource  industries;  expensing  of  research  and  development  expendi- 
tures ; and  exclusion  of  nonrepatriated  earnings  of  foreign  subsidiaries. 

■Special  tax  provisions,  which  serve  to  defer  but  not  forgive  tax  payments, 
might  be  compared  to  net  lending  in  budget  terminology.  From  the  Government’s 
view,  the  deferrals  in  the  aggregate  are  for  the  indefinite  future,  perhaps  per- 
manently, depending  in  iarge  part  on  the  level  and  comiposition  of  economic 
activity.  These  special  tax  provisions  are  generally  open-ended,  with  the  extent 
and  duration  of  their  use  largely  at  the  taxpayers’  option.  For  these  reasons,  the 
tax  expenditure  ciassification  and  tables  which  ifoliow  do  not  separate  the  special 
provisions  which  reduce  taxes  from  those  which  defer  taxes. 

The  study  does  not  attempt  a complete  listing  of  all  the  tax  provisions  which 
vary  from  a strict  definition  of  net  income.  Various  items  that  could  have  been 
added  have  been  excluded  for  one  or  more  of  several  reasons: 

(a)  Some  items  were  excluded  where  there  is  no  available  indication  of  the 
precise  magnitude  of  the  implicit  subsidy.  This  is  the  case,  for  example,  with 
depreciation  on  machinery  and  equipment  where  the  accelerated  tax  methods 
may  provide  an  allowance  beyond  that  appropriate  to  the  measurement  of  net 
income  but  where  it  is  difficult  to  measure  that  difference  because  the  true 
economic  deterioration  or  obsolescence  ’factor  cannot  be  readily  determined. 

(b)  Some  items  were  excluded  where  the  case  for  their  inclusion  in  the  income 
base  stands  on  'relatively  technical  or  theoretical  tax  'arguments.  This  is  the 
case,  for  example,  with  the  imputed  rent  on  owner-occupied  homes,  which  in- 
volves not  only  a conceptual  problem  but  difficult  practical  problems  such  as 
those  of  measurement 

(c)  Some  items  were  omitted  because  of  their  relatively  small  quantitative 
importance. 

Other  features  of  our  Income  tax  system  are  considered  not  as  variations  from 
the  generally  accepted  measure  of  net  income  or  as  tax  preference  but  as  a part 
of  the  structure  of  an  income  tax  system  based  on  ability  to  pay.  Such  features 
include  personal  exemptions  and  the  rate  schedules  under  the  individual  income 
tax,  including  the  income  splitting  allowed  for  married  couples  filing  joint  re- 
turns or  for  heads  of  households.  A discussion  of  income  splitting  and  the  de- 
pendent’s personal  exemption  is  thus  considered  outside  the  scope  of  this  study  on 
tax  expenditures. 

It  must  be  recognized  that  these  exclusions  are  to  some  extent  arbitrary  and 
some  may  prefer  to  add  items  that  we  have  omitted  or  to  omit  items  that  we  have 
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incluflecl.  The  immediate  objective,  however,  of  the  study  is  to  provide  a list  of 
items  that  would  be  generally  recognized  as  more  or  less  intended  use  of  the  tax 
system  to  achieve  results  commonly  obtained  by  Government  expenditures.  The 
design  of  the  list  seemed  best  served  by  constructing  what  seemed  a minimum 
list  rather  than  including  highly  complicated  or  controversial  items  that  would 
becloud  the  utility  of  this  special  analysis. 

•An  estimate  of  revenue  cost  is  given  for  these  special  tax  provisions.  The 
estimate  is  for  fiscal  year  1968,  to  'allow  a comparison  with  the  budget  ex- 
penditures and  net  lending  for  that  year.^  All  estimates  are  for  revenues  “lost” 
on  an  annual  basis.; 

The  estimates  of  revenue  foregone  because  of  the  tax  expenditure  features 
of  the  present  tax  law  are,  in  genei-al,  based  on  the  assumption  for  estimating 
purposes  that  such  provisions  never  existed. 

Another  key  assumption  is  that  economic  activity  in  1967-68  would  not  have 
been  affected  by  the  aibsenee  of  these  special  provisions.  Tins,  of  course,  is  a 
simplifying  assumption  as  it  is  practically  impossible  to  estimate  how  the  econ- 
omy would  have  performed  in  the  absence  of  all  these  tax  provisions!.  In  the 
absence  of  these  tax  benefits,  no  doubt  there  would  be  changes  in  Goveirnment 
direct  spending  and  net  lending  to  accomplish  some  of  the  objectives  of  the  ex- 
isting provisions. 

No  account  is  taken  here  of  other  taxes,  such  as  payroll  taxes,  estate  and  gift 
taxes,  excises,  or  tariffs.  The  assumption  inherent  in  current  law,  that  corpora- 
tions are  separate  entities  and  subject  to  income  taxation  independently  from 
their  .shareholders,  is  adhered  to  in  this  analysis. 

Tax  expenditures — by  functional  category 

We  now  turn  to  a rundown  of  the  various  special  tax  provisions,  listing  them 
under  the  sequence  of  expenditure  categories  used  in  the  Federal  budget.  Some 
items,  such  as  deductions  for  medical  expenses,  fit  clearly  under  one  functional 
heading  (health,  labor,  and  welfare).  Other  provisions,  such  as  the  lower  tax 
rate  on  the  first  $25,000  of  coiTorate  income,  might  be  classified  under  or  divided 
between  two  or  more  functional  headings  (such  as  agriculture,  natural  resources, 
commerce  and  transportation).  In  the  following  discussion,  each  special  tax  pro- 
vision is  placed  under  only  one  heading  (commerce  and  transportation,  for  this 
la.st  mentioned  tax  provision). 

A summary  of  the  e.stimated  dollar  amounts  of  the  special  tax  provisions  by 
functional  categories  is  presented  in  table  I.  The  grouping  of  all  the  special 
tax  provisions  by  the  various  fuuctional  categories  in  the  budget  is  shown  in 
table  II. 

1.  National  defense 

Exclusion  of  heneftts  and  allowances  to  Armed  Forces  personnel. — The 
Armed  Forces  supplement  salaries  of  military  personnel  by  providing  quarters 
and  meals  on  military  bases,  and  off-base  quarters  allowances  for  military  fami- 
lies ; these  items  are  not  included  in  tax-able  income.  In  addition,  rirtually  all 
salary  payments  and  reenlistraent  bonuses  to  military  personnel  serving  in 
combat  zones  are  excluded  from  tax.  The  revenue  eo.st  is  $500  million.  (As  indi- 
cated earlier,  all  revenue  costs  are  estimated  on  annual  amounts  for  fiscal  year 
1968.) 


1 The  revenue  cost  estimated  for  these  special  provisions  is  not  in  many  cases  the 
revenue  change  which  would  result  in  the  first  foil  year  if  these  provisions  were  with- 
drawn. For  one  thing,  replacement  of  some  or  all  of  these  provisions  'by  direct  expenditures 
or  lending  programs  might  change  the  level  and  composition  of  economic  activity.  The 
revenue  costs  as  presented  for  1968  would,  of  course,  vary  over  time  generally  with 
growth  in  the  economy  and  changes  in  various  parts  of  the  tax  base. 

Also  a realistic  approach  to  any  change  in  these  provisions  would  provide  in  many 
situations  transition  arrangements  which  would  effect  the  revenue  change  gradually  over 
a period  of  years.  Most  of  the  tax  provisions  discussed  here  have  been  in  the  law  for  a 
number  of  years.  Individuals  and  businesses  have  planned  their  activities  in  many  ways 
to  fit  present  law,  such  as' compensation  contracts,  estate  planning,  corporate  financing, 
and  forms  of  business  organization.  A shift  to  direct  expenditures  or  loan  programs 
would  usually  not  be  a complete  and  full  substitute  for  tlie  specific  taxpayers  for  the 
tax  provision  withdrawn.  Thus,  changes  in  -special  tax  provisions  would  often  provide 
transition  rules,  deferred  effective  dates,  application  'to  prospective  events  only,  and 
other  means  for  an  equitable  changeover  to  a neyv  tax  situation. 

All  the  revenue  estimates  exclude  the  10-percen-t  surcharge,  none  of  which  was  collected 
in  fiscal  year  1968. 
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2.  International  affairs  and  finance^ 

a.  Individual  taxation. — For  citizens  of  the  United  States,  income  earned 
abroad  up  to  $20,000  for  each  comlplefte  tax  year  is  exempted  from  taxation  if 
the  taxpayer  is  a bona  fide  resident  of  a foreign  country  for  an  uninterrupted 
period  that  includes  1 full  tax  year  or,  if  he  Is  present  there  510  days  during  a 
period  of  18  consecutive  months.  After  3 years,  foreign  resident  taxpayerei  can 
exclude  up  to  $25,000  a tax  year.  The  revenue  cost  is  $40  million. 

U.S.  citizens  receiving  income  from  sources  in  a U.S.  possession  may,  under 
certain  conditions,  exclude  such  income  from  tax.  The  revenue  cost  is  $10  million. 

b.  Corporate  taxation. — Domestic  corporations  conducting  all  of  their  busi- 
ness activities  (other  than  incidental  purchases)  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  de- 
riving at  least  05  percent  of  gross  income  from  sources  outside  of  the  United 
States  and  at  least  00  percent  from  the  active  conduct  of  a trade  or  a business 
qualify  as  Western  Hemisphere  Trade  Corpora tioms  entitled  to  a special  deduc- 
tion. The  net  effect  of  this  deduction  is  to  reduce  the  eligible  corporation’s  tax 
rate  by  14  percentage  points.  The  revenue  cost  is  $50  million. 

Income  of  foreign  branches  and  subsidiaries  of  U.S.  corporations  is  subject 
to  taxation  abroad.  Foreign  branch  profits  are  subject  to  U.S.  taxes  in  the  year 
earned.  Profits  of  foreign  subsidiaries  are  generally  not  taxable  in  the  United 
States  until  they  are  repatriated  as  dividends  to  U.S.  taxpayers.  Domestic 
coiporations  receiving  dividends  from  foreign  subsidiaries  may  take  a credit  for 
foreign  income  taxes  levied  on  the  profits  of  the  foreign  subsidiaries  out  of  which 
the  dividends  were  paid.  If  the  dividends  are  from  a foreign  subsidiary  in  an 
industrialized  country  (i.e.,  one  other  than  a “less-developed  country”  as  defined 
in  the  Internal  Revenue  Code),  the  domestic  corporation  must  “gross  up”  the 
dividends  to  include  in  taxable  income  the  amount  of  tax  paid  by  the  foreign 
corporation  for  which  credit  is  claimed.  In  other  words,  the  tax  base  in  'such 
a case  is  inconie  before  deduction  of  income  taxes.  On  the  other  hand,  if  divi- 
dends are  received  from  a subsidiary  in  a less-developed  country,  “grossing-up” 
is  not  required.  Consequently,  a dorae.stlc  parent  company  secures  the  benefit 
both  of  a deduction  of  foreign  income  taxes  (since  dividends  are  after  taxes)  and 
a credit  for  foreign  income  taxes.  The  revenue  cost  of  not  requiring  the  “gross 
up”  of  dividends  from  less-developed  country  corporations  is  $50  million. 

U.S.  corporations  are  not  required  cuiTently  to  file  consolidated  returns  which 
include  the  unrepatriated  earnings  of  controlled  foreign  subsidiaries.  The  revenue 
cost  of  excluding  these  earnings  is  $150  million. 

Domestic  corporations  deriving  the  bulk  of  their  income  in  U.S.  possessions 
may,  under  certain  conditions,  exclude  such  income  from  tax.  The  revenue  cost 
is  $70  million. 

3.  Agriculture  and  agricultural  resources 

Farmers,  including  corporations,  may  deduct  certain  costs  as  current  expenses 
even  though  these  costs  represent  inventories  on  hand  at  the  end  of  the  year  or 
capital  improvements.  For  example,  the  cost  of  producing  crops  or  raising  live- 
stock not  sold  at  the  end  of  the  tax  year  may  be  deducted  as  an  expense  even 
though  no  revenue  has  been  earned.  Certain  capital  improvement  costs,  such 


1 The  foreign  tax  credit  represents  a special  problem.  Ultimately  it  arises  from  an 
international  convention,  which  the  United  States  lias  accepted,  that  income  earned 
In  one  country  by  a citizen  or  corporation  of  another  country  should  first  be  taxed  by 
the  country  where  earned  and  this  tax  should  be  recognized  in  some  fashion,  as  by  a tax 
credit  by  the  country  of  citizenship  or  incorporation.  (The  U.S.  law  refers  to  citizens 
and  residents ; the  law  in  other  countries  refers  only  to  residents.)  This  convention 
precludes  or  limits  the  effects  of  taxing  income  twice  as  well  as  specifying  the  order 
of  the  taxes. 

The  order  of  the  two  taxes  may  be  logically  debatable  despite  the  general  convention. 
The  U.S.  share  of  taxes  on  International  operations  would  be  higher  if  the  convention 
were  to  tax  in  the  country  of  citizenship  or  incorporation  first  with  a tax  credit  in  the 
countr.y  where  earned.  Also  one  could  argue  that  the  scope  of  the  foreign  tax  credit  under 
present  U.S.  law  differed  from  a logical  foreign  tax  credit  in  various  respects,  such  as 
extension  to  questionable  income  taxes  or  use  of  the  overall  limitation.  These  features  of 
the  foreign  tax  credit  could  result  in  identifying  it  as  partly  equivalent  to  a tax 
expenditure. 

.Another  point  of  view  is  that  the  foreign  tax  credit  per  se  is  in  total  equivalent  to  a 
tax  expenditure,  since  the  credit  can  be  considered  as  a removal  of  a barrier  to  foreign 
operations  by  U.S.  businesses.  Due  to  the  complexity  of  the  issues  involved  this  study 
does  not  make  any  estimate  of  the  part  that  could  be  called  a tax  expenditure,  except  as 
respects  the  absence  of  “gross-up”  for  dividends  from  less-developed  country  corporations 
stated  in  the  text. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


332  1968  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


as  the  costs  of  preparing  land  and  diversion  of  streams,  are  deductible  during 
the  year  incurred  rather  than  capitalized  and  depreciated. 

Gains  from  the  sale  of  draft,  breeding,  or  dairy  livestock  held  for  12  months 
or  more  are  taxed  as  long-term  capital  gains  rather  than  ordinary  income 
although  the  costs  of  raising  these  animals  are  considered  operating  expenses 
and  may  therefore  be  deducted  from  ordinary  income.  Capital  gain  treatment 
also  extends  to  the  sale  of  orchards,  vineyards,  and  comparable  agricultural 
activities. 

The  revenue  cost  of  this  treatment  is  $800  million. 

The  “gain”  on  the  ‘‘cutting”  of  timber  is  taxed  at  the  rates  applicable  to  long- 
term capital  gains,  rather  than  at  ordinary  income  raites.  The  revenue  cost  is 
$130  million. 

4.  Natural  resources 

Certain  capital  costs  necessary  to  bring  a mineral  deposit  into  production 
may  be  deducted  as  current  expenses  rather  than  spread  over  the  useful  life 
of  the  property.  Included  in  this  category  are  the  “Intangible  drilling  costs”  of 
oil  or  gas  wells  and  the  costs  of  developing  other  mineral  deposits,  such  as  mine 
shafts,  tunnels,  and  stripping.  The  revenue  cost  is  $300  million. 

Extractive  industries  may  choose  between  two  methods  of  recovering  capital 
costs  invested  in  the  development  of  natural  resources.  Under  one  method,  such 
outlays  to  the  extent  not  Immediately  expensible  may  be  deducted  as  “cost 
depletion”  over  the  productive  life  of  the  property,  much  as  other  businesses  may 
take  deductions  for  the  depreciation  of  capital  goods.  Alternatively,  businesses 
in  the  extractive  industries  may  deduct  a flat  percentage  of  gross  income  (but 
not  more  than  50  percent  of  net  income)  where  such  “percentage  depletion” 
exceeds  “cost  depletion.”  Percentage  depletion  is  not  limited  to  the  cost  of  the 
investment  as  is  cost  depletion.  Cost  for  cost  depletion  means  costs  which  have 
not  already  been  recovered  through  exi>ensing  of  exploration  and  discovery  costs 
and  intangible  drilling  costs.  The  fraction  of  gross  income  deductible  under 
percentage  depletion  varies,  with  statutory  rates  ranging  from  27.5  percent  for 
oil  and  gas  to  5 percent  for  certain  minerals.  The  revenue  cost  is  $1.3  billion.' 

Royalties  from  coal  or  iron  ore  deposits  are  treated  as  capital  gains.  The 
revenue  cost  is  $5  million. 

5.  Commerce  and  transportation 

There  exist  a variety  of  tax  provisions  which  cause  tax  liabilities  of  businesses 
to  be  lower  than  they  would  be  in  the  absence  of  the  provisions. 

a.  Investment  credit. — Under  the  investment  tax  credit  most  businesses  may 
deduct  from  their  tax  liability  an  amount  equal  to  7 percent  of  the  cost  of  invest- 
ments in  new  machinery  and  equipment  made  during  the  taxable  year.  This 
investment  credit  does  not  lower  the  basis  of  the  property  for  calculating  the 
deduction  for  depreciation.  The  revenue  cost  is  $2.3  billion. 

b.  Excess  depreciation  on  buildings. — To  the  extent  that  allowable  deprecia- 
tion for  tax  purposes  exceeds  the  rate  at  which  assets  actually  depreciate,  busi- 
ness tax  liabilities  are  deferred.  Businesses  may  employ  a variety  of  depreciation 
schedules  for  tax  purposes,  some  of  which  cause  a much  larger  part  of  asset  values 
to  be  written  off  in  early  years  of  the  asset’s  useful  life  than  do  others.  These 
tax  schedules  differ  from  the  depreciation  schedules  used  by  businesses  in  their 
financial  statements.;  The  revenue  cost  of  allowing,  for  buildings  only,  deprecia- 
tion methods  for  tax  purposes  that  reduce  asset  value  more  rapidly  than  straight 
line  depreciation  (the  method  typically  used  in  financial  statements)  is  $750 
million,'  of  which  $250  million  appears  under  housing  and  community  development. 

^ In  the  absence  of  the  expensing  of  exploration  and  development  costs  and  percentage 
depletion,  the  first  year  revenue  effect  would  be  $750  million  and  $1.5  billion,  respectively. 
The  difference  from  the  text  estimates,  which  are  based  on  long-run  effect,  is  due  to  the 
circumstance  that  taxpayers  with  mineral  properties  would  Initially  have  little  or  no 
tax  basis  because  of  deductions  In  prior  years. 

^ This  difference  for  a particular  asset  would  narrow  over  time  since  depreciation 
taken  during  the  early  years  of  an  asset's  life  cannot  be  taken  during  later  years  of  the 
asset’s  life.  However,  for  all  depreciable  assets  together,  with  Investment  rising  In  an 
expanding  economy,  the  difference  between  deductions  under  tax  depreciation  and  under 
straight-line  depreciation  will  Increase  In  line  with  the  rate  at  which  Investment 
expanded. 

The  tax  depreciation  allowed  for  machinery  and  equipment  Is  thought  to  be  closer 
to  actual  depreciation  than  that  allowed  on  buildings.  Also  the  code  provisions  relative 
to  recapture  of  profits  resulting  from  excess  depreciation  effects  a full  recapture  as 
ordinary  Income  of  such  profits  on  machiner.y  and  equipment,  but  recapture  of  only  a 
declining  aud  then  disappearing  proportion  of  such  profits  in  the  case  of  buildings.  In 
view  of  this  and  the  difficulty  of  estimating  the  divergence.  If  any,  between  depreciation 
allowed  for  tax  purposes  and  actual  depreciation,  depreciation  for  machinery  and  equip- 
ment is  not  included  here  as  a tax  expenditure. 
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c.  Dividend  exclusion. — Individual  income  taxpayers  may  exciude  $100  ol‘ 
dividends  from  income  subject  to  tax.  The  revenue  cost  is  $225  million. 

d.  Capital  gains — individual  income  tax. — If  the  owner  of  appreciated  capital 
assets  dies,  the  capital  gains  tax  is  not  applied  to  appreciation  which  would 
have  been  taxable  had  he  sold  the  assets  just  before  death.  Heirs  who  receive 
appreciated  property  from  the  decedent  and  who  subsequently  sell  the  property 
are  subject  to  capital  gains  tax  only  on  appreciation  occurring  after  they  ac- 
quired the  property.  Thus  the  appreciation  on  assets  held  until  death  is  never 
taxed  under  the  income  tax.  The  revenue  cost  of  this  treatment  is  $2.5  biliion. 

As  to  realized  gains,  half  of  the  gains  from  .the  sale  of  capital  assets  held  more 
than  6 months  is  excluded  from  income,  and  in  no  ease  is  the  tax  rate  applicable 
to  such  capital  gains  allowed  to  exceed  25  percent.  The  revenue  cost  of  ibis 
treatment  is  $4.5  billion.  The  revenue  cost  of  this  treatmen.t  for  both  realized 
gains  and  gains  at  death  is  $8.5  billion  (including  ithe  $2.5  billion  listed  above). 

The  cost  of  capital  gain  treatment  under  present  law  is  complex  for  a number 
of  reasons.  It  could  be  contended  that : 

1.  full  taxation  of  realized  capital  gains,  even  with  full  taxation  at  death,  could 
result  in  greater  postponement  of  lifetime  gains ; 

2.  with  a different  treatment  of  capital  gains  another  approach  to  the  corporate 
tax  might  provide  for  some  integration  of  corporate  and  individual  taxes  by 
giving  taxpayers  who  sell  corporate  shares  some  credit  for  taxes  paid  by  the  cor- 
poration on  retained  income  which  is  reflected  in  share  values  ; 

3.  averaging  of  capital  gains  would  lower  the  indicated  revenue  cost. 
Arbitrarily  the  cost  of  the  present  treatment  of  capital  gains  is  shown  as  a range 
of  $5.5  billion  to  $8.5  billion  to  recognize  the  complex  issues  involved. 

e.  Capital  gains — corporation  income  tax. — Corporations  are  subject  to  a tax 
of  25  percent  on  capital  gains,  while  the  rate  applicable  to  other  corporate  income 
is  48  percent  of  the  excess  of  income  over  $25,000.  The  revenue  cost  is  $500 
million.^ 

f.  Bad  del)t  reserves  of  'banks  and  other  financial  institutions. — Businesses  are 
generally  authorized  to  deduct  as  ordinary  business  expenses  additions  to 
reserves  for  bad  debts  where  such  reserves  reflect  historical  experience  of  the 
firm  or  reasonable  anticipations  about  the  future.  Commercial  banks,  mutual 
savings  banks,  building  and  loan  associations,  and  cooperative  banks,  however, 
are  permitted  to  set  aside  bad  debt  reserves  based  on  stipulated  fractions  of 
deposits,  of  loans  outstanding,  or  of  taxable  income  before  computation  for  bad 
debts.  These  special  bad  debt  reserves  typically  greatly  exceed  actual  loss  experi- 
ence. The  revenue  cost  is  $600  million. 

g.  Credit  unions. — Credit  unions  are  exempt  from  Federal  income  tax.  The 
revenue  cost  is  $40  million. 

h.  Deduction  of  interest  on  consumer  credit.- — Interest  paid  on  consumer  credit 
is  allowed  as  an  itemized  nonbusiness  deduction  for  individuals.  The  revenue  cost 
is  $1.3  billion. 

i.  Expensing  of  research  and  development  expenditures. — Expenditures  by 
businesses  for  research  and  development  (R&D)  are  carried  out  to  find  new 
products  or  processes,  to  reduce  costs,  or  for  other  purposes.  In  nearly  all  cases, 
benefits  from  such  expenditures  will  accrue  for  well  over  1 year.  For  tax  purposes 
businesses  may  deduct  all  R&D  expenditures  in  the  year  during  which  they  are 
incurred,  or  they  may  amortize  them  over  not  less  than  5 years.  The  i-evenue  cost 
of  current  deduction  compared  to  amortization  over  5 years  is  $500  million. 

j.  $25,000  surtax  exemption. — Corporations  pay  income  tax  at  the  rate  of  22 
percent  on  all  taxable  income  plus  a surtax  of  26  percent  on  taxable  income  in 
excess  of  $25,000.  Bach  corporation  therefore  enjoys  a surtax  exemption  of 
$25,000.  This  exemption  is  intended  to  encourage  small  or  new  businesses.  The 
revenue  cost  of  this  exemption  is  $1.8  billion. 

In  some  instances,  a number  of  branch  stores  or  chains  are  separately  incor- 
porated but  are  controlled  by  one  parent  corporation  or  individual.  Each  of  the 
multiple  corporations  receives  a surtax  exemption.  The  revenue  cost  of  this  mul- 
tiple surtax  exemption  compared  with  allowance  of  one  exemption  of  $25,000  for 


1 This  cost  does  not  include  the  cost  of  capital  gain  treatment  listed  under  agriculture 
and  natural  resources. 

2 The  deduction  for  interest  on  debts  related  to  the  production  of  income  is  a business 
deduction,  appropriate  as  a deduction  to  obtain  a net  income  measure.  Deductions  for 
interest  for  business  purposes,  such  as  operation  of  a farm  or  business  or  relative  to 
personal  investing,  are  thus  not  Included  as  a tax  expenditure  item. 
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the  corporate  group  is  $225  million.  (This  revenue  cost  is  included  in  the  above 
estimate  of  the  revenue  cost  for  the  entire  surtax  exemption. ) 

k.  Deferral  of  tax  on  shipping  companies. — Certain  companies  which  operate 
U.S.  flag  vessels  on  foreign  trade  routes  receive  an  indefinite  deferral  of  income 
taxes  on  that  portion  of  tlieir  net  income  which  is  used  for  shipping  purposes, 
primarily  construction,  modernization,  and  major  repairs  of  ships.  The  revenue 
cost  is  $10  million.^ 

6.  Housing  and  community  development 

Owner  occupants  of  homes  may  deduct  mortgage  interest  and  property  taxes 
(but  not  maintenance  outlays  or  depreciation)  as  itemized  nonbusiness  deduc- 
tions. The  revenue  cost  of  deductions  for  interest  paid  by  homeowners  on  the 
mortgages  on  their  homes  is  $1.9  billion.^  The  revenue  cost  of  deductions  for  prop- 
erty taxes  paid  by  homeowners  is  $1.8  billion.  The  revenue  cost  of  depreciation 
on  rental  housing  is  $250  million.  ( See  5b  above. ) 

7.  Health,  labor,  and  welfare 

A large  variety  of  direct  expenditures  and  transfer  payments  are  undertaken 
to  contribute  to  the  improvement  of  the  health  and  welfare  of  families  and 
individuals,  both  currently  and  in  later  years.  A considerable  number  of  special 
tax  provisions  serve  related  ends.  The  major  tax  provisions  are  listed  below,  with 
exclusions  and  exemptions  first,  followed  by  deductions. 

a.  Provisions  relating  to  the  aged,  blind,  and  disabled. — Individual  taxpayers 
age  65  and  over  may  claim  two  personal  exemptions  of  $600  and  a second  $100 
minimum  standard  deduction  (while  persons  under  age  65  may  claim  only  one 
of  each ) . The  revenue  cost  of  these  additional  items  is  $500  million. 

Aged  recipients  of  old  age,  survivors,  and  health  benefits  under  the  OASDHI 
program  and  of  railroad  retirement  benefits  are  not  required  to  include  such 
benefits  in  computing  tax  liability.  The  revenue  cost  of  this  exclusion  is  $525 
million.® 

Individuals  over  age  65  may  claim  a tax  credit  of  up  to  $228.60  ($342.90  for 
couples)  based  on  retirement  income  from  all  sources  except  social  security 
benefits.  In  effect,  the  provision  permits  taxpayers  with  retirement  income  to 
exclude  from  taxable  income  the  difference  between  $1,524  ($2,286  for  couples) 
and  any  social  security  benefits  they  receive;  the  credit  does  not  e.xtend  to  wage 
income.  The  revenue  cost  of  the  retirement  income  credit  is  $200  million. 

The  combined  revenue  cost  of  the  three  provisions  just  enumerated  is  $2.3 
billion.  The  joint  revenue  cost  exceeds  the  sum  of  the  three  measures  taken 
separately,  since  the  absence  of  one  provision  would  increase  the  residual 
significance  of  the  others. 

The  blind  qualify  for  two  $600  personal  exemptions  and  an  extra  $100  minimum 
standard  deduction.  The  revenue  cost  is  $10  million. 

b.  “Sick  pay”  exclusions. — Certain  payments  financed  by  an  employer  in  lieu 
of  wages  during  periods  of  employee  injury  or  sickness  are  excluded  from  the 
employee’s  income.  The  revenue  cost  is  $85  million. 

c.  Exclusion  of  unemployment  insurance  benefits. — Benefits  paid  by  State 
unemployment  insurance  plans  are  excluded  from  taxable  income.  These  benefits 
are  financed  by  a tax  on  wages  which  is  deductible  to  the  employer.  The  revenue 
cost  of  the  exclusion  of  these  benefits  is  $300  million. 

d.  Exclusion  of  workmen’s  compensation  benefits. — Benefits  paid  under  work- 
men’s compensation  following  a work-related  personal  injury  or  sickness  are 
excluded  from  taxable  income.  (These  payments  are  primarily  intended  to  replace 
earnings  lost  due  to  a work-related  injury  or  illness,  although  some  small  part  of 
the  total  payments  is  compensation  for  physical  loss,  such  as  an  eye  or  an  arm.) 


^The  revenue  cost  of  the  special  treatment  for  controlled  foreign  subsidiaries  engaged 
in  shipping  operation's  is  included  in  the  general  cost  of  exclusion  of  income  of  controlled 
foreign  subsidiaries  listed  under  international  affairs  and  finance. 

2 In  general,  we  cannot  trace  bo-rrowed  funds  precisely  and  thus  the  allocation  of  the 
revenue  cost  of  the;  nonbusiness  interest  deduction  between  housing  and  community 
development  and  commerce  and  transportation  is  somewhat  arbitrary.  The  fact  that 
borrowing  takes  the  form  of  a home  mortgage  does  not  always  mean  that  the  purpose 
of  the  mortgage  is  to  finance  the  purchase  of  the  home.  Individuals  may  find  their  homes 
provide  a type  of  collateral  to  secure  a loan  on  more  advantageous  terms  than  with  other 
or  no  collateral,  even  though  the  purpose  of  the  loan  may  be  to  finance  something  else, 
such  as  a child’s  college  education,  medical  bills,  or  a vacation.  On  the  other  hand,  some 
other  consumer  nonbusiness  borrowing  may  be  done  to  enable  a family  to  make  a down 
payment  on  a home  or  finance  major  home  repairs,  without  borrowing  uncler  a mortgage. 

®This  revenue  estimate  is  based  on  treatment  comparable  to  other  pensions,  and  regards 
one  quarter  of  the  benefits  as  approximately  the  cost  of  employee  contribution. 
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The  employers’  payments  for  workmen’s  compensation  insurance  are  deductible 
in  computing  the  employers’  income  subject  to  tax.  The  revenue  cost  of  the 
exclusion  is  $150  million. 

e.  Exclusion  of  puMio  assistance. — ^Public  assistance  payments  are  excluded 
from  taxable  income.  The  revenue  cost  is  $50  million. 

f.  Certain  exclusions  for  pensions 

(1)  For  employees. — Employer  contributions  to  qualified  employee  pension  and 
annuity  plans  are  deductible  to  the  employer.  Income  earned  by  qualified  pension 
and  annuity  plans  on  their  investments,  from  both  employer  contributions  and 
employee  contributions,  is  not  taxable.  When  a pension  or  annuity  is  paid  upon 
the  retirement  of  the  employee,  the  pension  or  annuity  is  taxable  to  the  employee 
except  as  to  the  percentage  of  the  benefit  purchased  by  his  contributions,  not 
counting  in  the  latter  interest  earned  on  his  contributions. 

The  revenue  cost  of  the  exclusion  of  investment  income  earned  by  all  private 
pension  funds,  based  on  the  corporate  tax  rate,  is  $1.9  billion.  The  revenue  cost 
of  deduction  of  the  total  amount  contributed  by  employers  to  these  qualified  plans, 
based  on  the  corporate  tax  rate,  is  $3.4  billion. 

The  revenue  cost,  based  on  the  individual  income  tax  rates  applicable  to  em- 
ployees, is  $0.7  billion  as  respects  the  investment  income  and  $1.4  billion  as 
respects  the  employers’  contributions. 

The  greater  the  extent  to  which  the  benefits  are  vested,  the  more  relevant  is 
the  use  of  the  individual  tax  rate  in  estimating  the  revenue  cost.  Taking  this 
vesting  into  account,  the  revenue  cost  of  the  treatment  of  pension  plans  can  be 
put  at  $3.0  billion. 

(2)  For  self-employed  persons. — Self-employed  individuals  are  permitted  a 
deduction  from  taxable  income  for  funds  they  set  aside  currently  in  qualified 
retirement  plans.  The  deduction  is  limited  to  10  percent  of  earned  income  or 
.$2,500,  whichever  is  less.  When  the  pension  or  annuity  benefits  are  received  after 
retirement,,  that  percentage  of  benefits  purchased  out  of  tax-free  income  is  subject 
to  tax.  The  revenue  cost  of  this  deduction  is  $60  million.’ 

g.  Exclusion  of  other  employee  benefits. — In  addition  to  the  benefits  already 
enumerated,  a number  of  other  employee  benefits,  the  cost  of  which  is  paid  at 
least  in  part  by  the  employer,  are  also  excluded  from  income  subject  to  tax.  The 
cost  to  the  employer  is  deductible,  and  the  benefit  to  the  employee  not  taxable, 
in  all  of  these  cases.  A list  of  these  exclusions  follows,  with  the  revenue  cost 
associated  with  each  item : 

In  millions 


1.  Premiums  on  group  term  life  insurance  (up  to  $50,000  of  coverage) $400 

2.  Employee  death  and  accident  benefits  (up  to  $5,000) 25 

8.  Premiums  paid  to  qualified  plans  for  hospitalization,  surgical,  and  other 

medical  care 1, 100 

4.  Reserve  buildup  under  privately  financed  supplementary  unemployment 

benefit  plans 25 

5.  Meals  and  lodging 150 


Total 1,  700 


h.  Exclusion  of  interest  on  life  insurance  savings. — Life  insurance  policies, 
other  than  term  policies,  generally  have  a savings  element  in  them.  Savings  in 
the  form  of  policyholders’  reserves  are  accumulated  from  the  premium  payment 
and  interest  is  earned  on  these  policyholders’  reserves.  Such  interest  income  is 
not  taxable  as  it  accrues  and  it  is  not  taxable  as  an  element  of  death  benefits. 
The  interest  income,  however,  is  taxable  to  the  extent  that  the  proceeds  exceed 
net  premiums  when  insurance  is  paid  for  causes  other  than  death.  The  revenue 
cost  of  the  interest  exclusion  is  $900  million. 

i.  Deductibility  of  contributions  for  other  than  education.^ — Contributions  to 
most  nonprofit  organizations  devoted  to  charitable,  religious,  or  certain  other 
activities  are  allowed  as  an  itemized  nonbusiness  deduction  for  individuals. 
The  deduction  is  generally  limited  to  30  percent  of  adjusted  gross'  income  for 
contributions  to  organizations  supported  by  the  general  public.  Unlimited  con- 
tributions may  be  deducted  by  those  taxpayers  (a  relatively  small  number)  whose 
contributions!  plus  income  taxes  equal  90  percent  of  taxable  income  in  eight  out 
of  the  preceding  10  years. 


1 This  estimate  is  based  on  the  rules  made  applicable  starting  in  1968. 
f Contributions  for  education  are  listed  in  the  next  section  under  the  budget  heading 
for  education. 
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The  revenue  cost  of  the  deduction  for  contributions  for  other  than  education 
is  $2.2  billion,  of  which  $1.2  billiO'n  is  attributable  to  contributionsi  to  religious 
organizations  and  $1.0  billion  to  contributions  to  other  noneducatlonal 
organizations.* 

Taxpayers  who  contribute  to  charitable  or  educational  organizations  capital 
assets,  usiually  securities,  which  have  appreciated  in  value  above  their  cost, 
obtain  a deduction  for  the  contribution  at  the  appreciated  value  of  the  asset 
without  taxation  on  the  appreciation  in  value.  The  revenue  cost  of  the  deduction 
for  such  charitable  contributions  is  Included  in  the  estimate  just  given.  The 
revenue  cost  of  the  exclusion  of  the  appreciation  in  value  of  the  donated  property 
is  $100  million. 

j.  Deductibility  of  medical  expenses. — Medical  expenses  in  excess  of  3 percent 
of  adjusted  gross  income  and  expenditures  for  prescribed  drugs  and  medicines 
in  excess  of  1 percent  of  adjusted  gross  income  may  be  deducted  by  individuals 
as  itemized  nonbusiness  deductions.  In  effect,  the  deduction  is  permitted  for  those 
medical  expenses  above  a floor  based  on  percentage  of  income  to  cushion  the 
effect  of  relatively  large  medical  expenses  not  covered  by  insurance.  Individuals 
may  also  deduct  half  of  the  premiums  paid  for  medical  care  insurance  up  to  a 
maximum  deduction  of  $150  per  year,  without  regard  to  the  3 percent  limitation. 
The  revenue  cost  of  both  these  deductions  is  $1.5  billion. 

k.  Deductibility  of  child  and  dependent  care  expenses. — Deductions  for  a 
limited  amount  of  expenditures  for  the  care  of  children  under  13  or  Incapacitated 
dependents  necessary  to  enable  the  taxpayer  to  work  are  permitted  under  certain 
circumstances.  If  adjusted  gross  income  of  a family  is  $6,000  or  less,  child  care 
expenses  may  be  deducted  up  to  $600  for  one  child,  or  $900  for  two  or  more  chil- 
dren. The  deduction  is  reduced,  when  both  parents  are  in  the  home  and  able 
bodied,  by  the  amount  the  combined  Income  of  husband  and  wife  exceeds  $6,000. 
The  revenue  cost  is  $25  million. 

l.  Deductibility  of  casualty  losses. — ^Taxpayers  may  deduct  as  an  itemized 
nonbusiness  deduction  the  amount  in  excess  of  $100  for  each  loss  due  to  Are,  theft, 
or  other  casualty  to  the  extent  not  compensated  by  insurance.  The  revenue  cost 
is  $70  million. 

m.  Standard  deductions. — Individuals  may  itemize  personal  deductions  for 
certain  nonbusiness  expenditures,  such  as  charitable  contributions,  certain  State 
and  local  taxes,  interest  payments  on  home  mortgages  and  consumer  credit,  child 
care  expenses,  medical  and  drug  expenses  above  a stated  percent  of  Income  and 
casualty  losses — items  referred  to  earlier  in  this  listing.  The  taxpayer  is  also 
given  the  option  to  deduct — instead  of  this  itemization — a standard  deduction 
of  10  percent  of  adjusted  gross  income  or  $1,000  ($500  if  married  and  flllog 
.separately),  whichever  is  less.  The  revenue  cost  of  the  10  percent  standard 
deduction  is  $3.2  billion. 

8.  Education 

a.  Additional  personal  exemption  for  students. — Taxpayers  may  claim  per- 
sonal exemptions  for  dependent  children  over  18  who  receive  $6(X)  or  more  of 
income  per  year  only  if  they  are  full-time  students.  The  student  may  also  claim 
an  exemption  on  his  own  tax  return,  in  effect  providing  a double  exemption,  one 
for  the  parents  and  one  for  the  student.  The  revenue  cost  is  $500  million. 

b.  Deductibility  of  cotitributions  to  educational  institutions. — Contributions  to 
nonprofit  educational  institutions  are  allowed  as  an  itemized  nonbusiness  deduc- 
tion for  individuals.  The  deduction  is  generally  limited  to  30  percent  of  adjusted 


'The  revenue  cost  of  the  unlimited  contributions  deduction,  taking  Into  account 
educational  as  well  as  other  charitable  contributions,  is  $46  million.  This  amount  Is 
Included  In  the  revenue  cost  given  In  the  text  for  contributions  to  charitable  and 
educational  organizations. 

Corporations  may  take  deductions  for  contributions  to  both  charitable  organizations 
and  educational  institutions.  The  revenue  cost  Is  $400  million.  In  the  absence  of 
deductibility  of  contributions,  however,  presumably  some  of  these  would  be  treated  as 
business  expenses  and  thus  this  amount  is  not  included  as  a tax  expenditure. 

' In  the  absence  of  the  10  percent  standard  deduction  and  most  Itemized  nonbusiness 
deductions,  the  minimum  standard  deduction  as  presently  structured  would  be  taken  by 
.Til  taxpayers  and  its  revenue  cost  would  be  relatively  large.  Under  present  treatment, 
the  minimum  standard!  deduction  In  keeping  with  Its  objectives  Is  claimed  almost  entirely 
h.y  low-income  taxpayers  and  Its  revenue  cost  Is  $300  million.  The  revenue  estimate  In 
the  text  assumes  the  minimum  standard  deduction  is  designed  to  assist  only  low-income 
taxpayers. 

The  minimum  standard  deduction  is  regarded  as  related  in  this  study  to  the  system 
of  personal  exemptions  and  thus  a part  of  the  structure  of  an  Income  tax  system  based 
on  ability  to  pay,  rather  than  as  a tax  expenditure.  (See  “Introduction".) 
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gross  income  for  contributions  to  organizations,  including  educational  institu- 
tions, supported  by  the  general  public.  The  revenue  cost  is  $170  million.' 

c.  Exclusion  of  scholarships  and  fellowships. — Recipients  of  scholarships  and 
fellowships  may  exclude  such  amounts  from  taxable  income,  subject  to  certain 
limitations.  The  revenue  cost  is  $50  million. 

9.  Veterans'  benefits  and  services 

Veterans  receive  benefits  under  a number  of  programs  providing  for  transfer 
payments,  direct  provision'  of  services,  and  special  access  to  credit.  Veterans’ 
pensions  exclusive  of  retiremen.t  pay  based  on  age  or  length  of  service  are  ex- 
cluded from  taxable  income.  The  nontaxable  payments  include  all  pensions  paid 
due  to  disability  and  all  pensions  paid  by  the  Veterans’  Administration  to 
veterans  over  65.  The  revenue  cost  is  $550  million. 

10.  Aid  to  State  and  local  government  financing 

The  Federal  Government  through  certain  tax  provisions  in  effect  provides  as- 
sistance to  State  and  local  governments.  The  deductibility  of  property  taxes 
on  owner-occupied  homes  involving  a revenue  cost  of  $1.8  billion  was  listed  above 
under  housing  and  community  development  as  an  element  of  the  tax  system  which 
provides  support  to  promote  housing,  similar  in  many  respects  to  certain  direct 
expenditures  and  loan  programs.  This  provision  also  aids  States  and,  particularly, 
local  governments  in  imposing  taxes  to  finance  their  expenditure  programs.  Two 
other  special  tax  provisions  also  aid  State  and  local  governments  in  meeting 
their  expenditure  commitments,  but,  unlike  the  deductibility  of  property  taxes 
on  homes,  they  do  not  fit  clearly  within  any  of  the  present  fimctional  categories 
now  used  in  describing  the  scope  of  Federal  budget  expenditures.  'Thus  we  have 
added  aid  to  State  and  local  government  financing  as  a separate  budgetary 
heading,  although  there  is  no  comparable  heading  in  the  Federal  budget. 

Interest  income  paid  by  State  and  local  governments  on  debt  obligations  to 
individuals,  businesses,  and  fiduciaries  is  not  subject  to  tax  under  the  Federal 
individual  or  corporate  income  taxes.  As  a result  of  the  exclusion  of  such  income 
from  tax.  State  and  local  governments  are  able  to  sell  debt  obligations  at  a 
lower  interest  cost  than  could  be  possible  if  such  interest  were  subject  to  tax. 
The  revenue  cost  is  $1.8  billion. 

Under  the  Federal  income  tax,  individuals  may  take  as  itemized  nonbusiness 
deductions  State  and  local  personal  income,  gasoline,  sales,  property,  and  other 
taxes  in  calculating  income  subject  to  tax.  The  deductibility  of  all  these  State 
and  local  taxes  (excluding  property  taxes  on  owner-occupied  homes)  on  nonbusi- 
ness returns  “ can  be  classified  as  support  for  the  finances  of  State  and  local 
governments,  rather  than  listed  under  any  of  the  functional  categories  in  the 
current  budget.  The  revenue  cost  of  these  deductions  is  $2.8  billion.® 


1 Corporations  may  take  dediuctions  for  contributions  to  educational  institutions,  the 
revenue  cost  of  which  is  included  in  the  $400  million  for  all  corporate  contributions  in 
footnote  2,  under  7i,  above.  As  some  of  these  contributions  may  be  claimed  as  business 
expenses  which  are  deductible,  this  revenue  cost  is  not  included  as  a tax  expenditure. 

* For  businesses  owned  by  individuals,  taxes  other  than  income  taxes  are  considered  a 
cost  of  doing  business  and  thus  deductible  in  arriving  at  a net  Income  figure. 

* The  breakdown  of  this  total  for  State  and  local  taxes  follows  : 

Revenue  Cost 


Tax  : (In  millions) 

Individual  income  tax $1,  350 

General  sales  taxes 775 

Gasoline  taxes 400 

Personal  property  taxes 150 

Other  taxes 125 


Total  2,  800 

Property  taxes  on  owner-occupied  homes  (Reported  earlier  under 

housing  and  community  development) 1,800 


Total  revenue  cost — all  State  and  local  nonbusiness  taxes 4,  600 
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The  functional  breakdown 

The  functional  breakdown  of  regular  budget  outlays  (including  expenditures 
and  net  lending)  and  “tax  expenditures”  is  presented  in  table  I.  In  interpreting 
the  amounts  in  that  table,  certain  aspects  should  be  kept  in  mind. 

Within  each  functional  category  the  “tax  expenditure”  total  reports  the  revenue 
impact  of  all  tax  provisions  for  that  function.  Each  of  these  tax  provisions  was 
discussed  in  the  pi'eceding  section,  and  the  revenue  cost  of  each  provision  was 
presented  separately  from  any  other  provision  in  the  tax  system,  including  pro- 
visions with  a similar  function.  The  revenue  costs  for  each  of  these  provisions 
taken  separately  are  shown  in  table  H,  and  the  totals  taken  to  table  I. 

A total  of  all  the  provisions  is  not  given  here  or  in  the  tables.  The  mathematical 
total  would  be  an  understatement  of  the  true  revenue  cost  of  all  the  provisions 
taken  together  because  the  absence  of  any  single  provision  would  put  a taxpayer 
into  a higher  rate  bracket  and  thus  cause  the  other  provisions  to  have  a larger 
revenue  effect.  An  effort  to  take  this  interaction  into  account  in  the  estimates  of 
the  separate  items  would  require  an  arbitrary  decision  as  to  which  provisions 
were  taken  into  account  before  other  provisions. 

Also  the  special  tax  provisions  undoubtedly  have  significant  effects  on  the 
composition  and  perhaps  the  level  of  economic  activity.  If  none  of  these  pro- 
visions were  in  the  law,  the  tax  base,  the  budget,  and  the  economy  would  be  dif- 
ferent. We  have  not  attempted  to  speculate  how  the  Federal  budget  and  the 
economy  might  differ  from  what  they  now  are. 

The  relative  importance  of  ordinary  budget  expenditures  and  of  tax  expendi- 
tures differs  sharply  by  function,  as  shown  in  table  I.  In  the  budget  fields  of 
space  research  and  technology,  interest,  and  general  Government,  tax  expendi- 
tures make  no  direct  contribution,  although,  as  with  ordinary  expenditures,  items 
classified  under  other  budget  headings  may  have  an  effect  in  these  areas.  Tax  ex- 
penditures constitute  a relatively  small  part  of  total  budget  resources  used  for 
national  defense  and  for  veterans’  benefits  and  services,  although  the  cost  of  the 
special  tax  provisions  relative  to  these  functions  is  $1.1  billion. 

Tax  provisions  control  a large  fraction  of  budget  resources  employed  in  sev- 
eral functional  categories.  With  respect  to  commerce  and  transportation,  a greater 
volume  of  budget  resources  is  allocated  by  current  special  tax  provisions  than 
by  direct  expenditures.  In  certain  functional  categories,  such  as  natural  re- 
sources, housing  and  community  development,  and  health,  labor,  and  welfare, 
tax  provisions  constitute  a major  component  of  total  Government  activities. 

Once  again  it  should  be  kept  in  mind  that  the  list  of  tax  provisions  is  not  in- 
tended to  be  exhaustive.  In  the  case  of  each  of  the  special  tax  provisions  presented 
above,  revenues  are  effected  in  connection  with  a specific  form  of  private  or  Gov- 
ernment economic  activity  or  in  connection  with  a particular  form  of  expendi- 
ture. Many  reasons  for  the  enactment  of  these  tax  provisions  may  be  found  other 
than  the  promotion  of  the  functional  activity  under  which  they  are  listed,  just 
as  a multitude  of  forces  affect  the  approval  of  direct . Government  expenditures 
which  are  nonetheless  summarized  under  specific  functional  headings.  This  anal- 
ysis in  no  way  reflects  on  the  wisdom  of  such  reasons.  It  is  clear,  however,  that 
more  efiicient  use  of  resources  by  the  Federal  Government  is  advanced  if  ex- 
plicit account  is  taken  of  all  calls  upon  budget  resources,  so  that  the  importance 
of  different  budgetary  objectives  and  the  effectiveness  of  alternative  uses,  whether 
through  direct  expenditures,  loan  subsidies,  or  tax  expenditures,  may  be  fuliy 
understood,  examined,  and  reevaluated  periodically. 
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Table  I. — Estimated  budget  outlays  including  tax  expenditures,  fiscal  year  1968 

[Dollar  amounts  in  billions] 


Budget  functions  * 
(1) 

Total  budget 
outlays 

Tax 

expendi- 

tures 

(4) 

Total 

(5) 

Tax  ex- 
penditures, 
as  percent 
of  budget 
expendi- 
tures plus 
net  lending 

(6) 

Expendi- 

tures 

(2) 

Net 

lending 

(3) 

1. 

National  defense 

$76.5 

(*) 

$0.5 

$77.0 

Percent 

0.7 

2. 

International  affairs  and  finance 

4.3 

$0.7 

.4 

5.4 

7.3 

3. 

Space  research  and  technology.. 

4.8 

0 

0 

4.8 

0 

4. 

Agriculture  and  agricultural  resources 

4.4 

.9 

.9 

6.2 

17.5 

5. 

Natural  resources 

2.4 

(•) 

1.6 

4.0 

66.0 

6. 

Commerce  and  transportation 

7.7 

.2 

13. 3-16. 3 

21. 1-24. 1 

169. 0-207. 2 

7. 

Housing  and  community  development 

.7 

3.3 

3.9 

7.9 

99.9 

8. 

Health,  labor,  and  welfare 

46.4 

(•) 

15.6 

62.0 

33.5 

9. 

Education 

4.2 

.4 

.7 

5.3 

15.9 

10. 

Veterans’  benefits  and  services 

6.8 

.4 

.6 

7.7 

7.7 

11. 

Interest 

13.5 

0 

0 

13.5 

0 

12. 

General  government  and  others 

2.6 

(•) 

0 

2.6 

0 

13. 

Aid  to  State  and  local  government  financ- 
ing  

n.a. 

n.a. 

4.6 

n.a. 

n.a. 

Total 

2 169.9 

5.8  , 

Note.— The  figures  for  outlays  and  net  lending  are  the  estimates  for  fiscal  year  1968  in  “The  Budget  of  the 
United  States  Government:  Fiscal  Year  1969“  (Washington,  January  1968),  p.  53. 

1 The  functions  coincide  with  the  budget  document  except  that  the  heading  “Aid  to  State  and  Local 
Government  Financing”  has  been  added. 

2 Includes  amounts  for  contingencies  and  certain  undistributed  intragovernmcntal  payments  which  are 
included  in  the  budget  but  not  listed  separately  here. 

n.a.  Not  applicable,  since  this  is  not  a budget  cat<^ory. 

•Amounts  differed  from  zero  and  fell  in  the  range  from  — $40  million  (net  repayment)  to  +$21  million 


Table  II. — Estimated  tax  expenditures,  fiscal  year  196$ 
(In  millions] 


Tax  expenditures  by  budget  function 


Revenue  cost 


1.  National  defense: 

Exclusion  of  benefits  and  allowances  to  Armed  Forces  personnel $500 

2.  International  affairs  and  finance; 

a.  Individual  taxation; 

Exemption  for  certain  income  earned  abroad  by  U.S.  citizens 40 

Exclusion  of  income  earned  in  U.S.  possessions 10 

b.  Corporate  taxation: 

Western  Hemisphere  Trade  Corporations 50 

Exclusion  of  gross-up  on  dividends  of  less-developed  eountry  corporations 50 

Exclusion  of  controlled  foreign  subsidiaries 150 

Exclusion  of  income  earned  in  U.S.  possessions 70 


Total 370 


3.  Agriculture  and  agricultural  resouices: 

Farming;  expensing  and  capital  gain  treatment 800 

Timber:  capital  gain  treatment  for  certain  income 130 


Total 930 


4.  Natural  resources: 

Expensing  of  exploration  and  development  costs.. 300 

Excess  of  percentage  over  cost  depletion 1, 300 

Capital  gains  treatment  of  royalties  on  coal  and  iron  ore 5 


Total 1,605 
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Table  II. — Estimated  tax  expenditures j fiscal  year  1968 — Continued 

[In  millloas] 


Tax  expenditures  by  budget  function 


Revenue  cost 


5.  Commerce  and  transportation: 

a.  Investmen  t credit. $2, 300 

b.  Excess  depreciation  on  buildings  (other  than  rental  housing) 600 

c.  Dividend  exclusion 225 

d.  Capital  gains:  individuals 5,500-8,500 

e.  Capital  gains:  corporations  (other  than  agriculture  and  natural  resources) 500 

f.  Excess  bad  debt  reserves  of  financial  institutions.. 600 

g.  Exemption  of  credit  unions 40 

h.  Deductibility  of  interest  on  consumer  credit 1,300 

1.  Expensing  of  research  and  development  expenditures 500 

j.  $26,000  surtax  exemption 1,800 

k.  Deferral  of  tax  on  shipping  companies 10 


Total 13, 276-16, 276 


6.  Housing  and  community  development: 

Deductibility  of  interest  on  mortgages  on  owner-occupied  homes 1, 900 

Deductibility  of  property  taxes  on  owner-occupied  homes 1, 800 

Excess  depreciation  on  rental  housing 250 


Total 3,950 


7.  Health,  labor,  and  welfare: 

a.  Provisions  relating  to  aged,  blind,  and  disabled: 

Combined  cost  for  additional  exemption,  retirement  Income  credit,  and  ex- 
clusion of  OASDHI  for  j^ed : 2,300 

Additional  exemption  for  blind 10 

b.  “Sick  pay"  exclusion 86 

c.  Exclusion  of  unemployment  insurance  benefits 300 

d.  Exclusion  of  workmen’s  compensation  benefits 150 

e.  Exclusion  of  public  assistance  benefits 60 

f.  Treatment  of  pension  plans: 

Plans  for  employees 3, 000 

Plans  for  self-employed  persons 60 

g.  Exclusion  of  other  employee  benefits 

Premiums  on  group  term  life  insurance 400 

Deductibility  of  accident  and  death  benefits 26 

Medical  insurance  premiums  and  medical  care 1, 100 

Privately  financed  supplementary  unwnployment  benefits 26 

Meals  and  lodging 160 

h.  Exclusion  of  interest  on  life  Insurance  savings 900 

i.  Deductibility  of  charitable  contributions  (other  than  education),  Including  un- 

taxed appreciation 2, 200 

j.  Deductibility  of  medical  expenses 1. 500 

k.  Deductibility  of  child  and  dependent  care  expenses 26 

l.  Deductibility  of  casualty  losses 70 

m.  Standard  deduction 3,200 


Total.. 16,660 


8.  Education; 

a.  Additional  personal  exemption  for  students 600 

b.  Deductibility  of  contributions  to  educational  institutions 170 

c.  Exclusion  of  scholarships  and  fellowships 60 


Total 720 


9.  Veterans’  benefits  and  services: 

Exclusion  of  certain  benefits 660 

10.  Aid  to  State  and  local  government  financing: 

Exemption  of  interest  on  State  and  local  debt. 1,800 

Deductibility  of  nonbusiness  State  and  local  taxes  (other  than  on  owner-occupied 
homes) 2,800 


Total - 4,600 


Exhibit  29A. — Other  Treasury  testimony  published  in  hearings  before  congres- 
sional committees,  July  1,  1967-June  30,  1968 

Secretary  Fowler 

Statement  before  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  January  22,  1968,  on  the 
President’s  fiscal  program. 
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Assistant  Secretary  Surrey 

Statement  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  October  5,  1967, 
discussing  tax  treaties  with  Brazil,  with  Canada,  and  with  Trinidad  and  Tobago. 

Statement  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  April  30,  1968, 
on  the  U.S.  income  tax  conventions  with  the  Philippines  and  with  France. 


International  Financial  and  Monetary  Developments 

Exhibit  30.— Communique  of  the  Ministerial  Meeting  of  the  Group  of  Ten  on 

August  26,  1967,  London 

1.  In  order  to  complete  the  discussions  which  they  had  begun  at  their  previous 
meeting  in  London  on  the  17th  and  18th  July,  the  Ministers  and  Central  Bank 
Governors  of  the  10  countries  participating  in  the  General  Arrangements  to  Bor- 
row met  again  in  London  on  26  August  under  the  chaiiTuanship  of  Mr.  James 
Callaghan,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Mr.  Pierre-Paul 
Schweitzer,  Managing  Director  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund,  took  part  in 
the  meeting,  which  was  also  attended  by  representatives  of  the  Organization  for 
Economic  Cooperation  and  Development  and  of  the  Bank  for  International  Set- 
tlements, as  well  as  by  the  President  of  the  National  Bank  of  Switzerland. 

2.  The  Ministers  and  Governors  had  before  them  a revised  Outline  of  a 
Contingency  Plan  for  establishing  a new  facility,  in  the  form  of  special  drawing 
rights,  which  is  intended  to  meet  the  need,  as  and  when  it  arises,  for  a supplement 
to  existing  reserve  assets.  This  outline  was  drawn  up  at  the  Fourth  Joint  Meeting 
in  Paris  of  the  Executive  Directors  of  the  IMP  and  the  Deputies  of  the  Group  of 
Ten.  It  was  revised  in  the  last  few  weeks  by  the  Deputies  to  clear  up  some  differ- 
ences of  view  remaining  after  the  July  Ministerial  Meeting. 

3.  The  Ministers  and  Governors  agreed  on  the  text  of  an  Outline  of  a Contin- 
gency Plan  which  they  would  be  prepared  to  support  at  the  forthcoming  annual 
meeting  of  the  Governors  of  the  IMP  in  Bio  de  Janeiro.  This  Outline  will  now 
be  considered  by  the  Executive  Directors  of  the  Fund.  It  is  expected  that  the 
Outline  as  approved  by  them  will  be  embodied  in  a Resolution  at  the  forthcoming 
annual  meeting  of  the  Governors  of  the  IMP  in  Rio  de  Janeiro. 

4.  The  Mini.sters  and  Governors  concentrated  their  discussions  at  this  meeting 
on  a number  of  key  features  of  tbe  plan,  on  which  differences  had  not  previously 
been  resolved.  In  particular,  they  agreed  on  the  following  points : Decisions  on  the 
basic  period  for,  timing  of,  and  amount  and  rate  of  allocation  of  the  new  drawing 
rights  should  be  taken  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  IMP  by  a majority  of 
85  percent  of  the  total  voting  power.  Members  which  use  their  new  drawing 
rights  would  incur  an  obligation  to  reconstitute  their  position  in  accordance  with 
principles  which  will  take  account  of  the  amount  and  duration  of  the  use.  For 
drawings  made  in  the  first  basic  period  of  five  years,  the  principal  rule  of 
reconstitution  should  be  that  over  any  period  of  five  years  a member’s  net  average 
use  of  the  new  facility  should  not  exceed  70  percent  of  its  total  allocation.  Par- 
ticipants should  also  pay  due  regard  to  the  desirability  of  pursuing,  over  time,  a 
balanced  relationship  between  their  holdings  of  special  drawing  rights  and  other 
reserves.  The  reconstitution  rules  would  be  reviewed  before  the  end  of  this  first 
period. 

6.  The  Ministers  and  Governors  had  an  exchange  of  views  on  the  form  and  con- 
tent of  the  Resolution  to  be  submitted  to  the  Governors  of  the  IMP  in  Bio  de 
Janeiro.  The  Ministers  also  considered  ways  of  bringing  rapidly  to  a conclusion 
the  studies  to  be  made  in  parallel  with  a view  to  making  such  changes  and  im- 
provements in  the  present  rules  and  practices  of  the  IMF  as  would  api)ear  appro- 
priate in  the  light  of  experience. 

6.  The  Ministers  and  Governors  agreed  to  meet  again  at  the  occasion  of  the 
annual  meeting  of  the  IMP  in  Rio  de  Janeiro. 
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Exhibit  31. — White  House  press  release  August  28,  1967  (Statement  by  the  Presi- 
dent welcoming  Secretary  Henry  Fowler,  William  McChesney  Martin,  Jr.,  and 

Under  Secretary  Deming) 

I am  proud  to  commend  you  on  a job  done  with  distinction  and  to  welcome  you 
back  from  your  brief  but  momentous  visit  to  London.  You  have  brought  us  over 
the  hump  of  a long,  difficult,  and  decisive  international  negotiation.  You  have 
returned  with  insurance  that  the  world  will  experience  orderly  and  adequate 
grow^th  of  monetary  reserves  in  the  years  to  come.  The  plan  for  creation  of  a new 
reserve  facility  at  the  International  Monetary  Fund  marks  the  greatest  forward 
step  in  world  financial  cooperation  in  the  20  years  since  the  creation  of  the  Inter- 
national Monetary  Fund  itself. 

The  details  of  the  plan  agi-eed  upon  in  London  are  primarily  the  concern  of 
financial  experts.  But  the  basic  plan  and  what  it  represents  advances  the  welfare 
of  all  Americans.  This  much  should  he  clear : 

— All  the  major  industrial  nations  of  the  free  world  have  showm  their  clear  and 
sincere  intent  to  build  strongly  and  securely  on  the  base  of  our  current  interna- 
tional monetary  system. 

— A firm  foundation  has  been  developed  for  another  reserve  asset  to  join  gold, 
dollars  and  other  reserve  currencies  as  the  needed  means  of  payment  for  a world 
of  growing  trade  and  commerce. 

— Gold  and  exchange  markets  can  now  reflect  a new  sense  of  confidence  in  the 
adequacy  of  future  reserve  supplies.  With  the  United  States  unquestionably  com- 
mitted to  convert  gold  into  dollars  at  $35  an  ounce  and  with  the  availability  of  a 
new  facility  to  draw  on  when  needed,  there  can  be  no  reasonable  basis  to  fear  a 
shortage  of  reserves. 

Certainly  no  human  being  today  can  fully  appraise  the  potential  of  this  new 
development  in  the  international  monetary  field.  But  we  can  be  sure  that  this 
agreement  will  stand  out  in  the  history  of  international  monetary  cooperation. 
And  so  w'lll  your  brilliant  and  determined  efforts  that  made  the  agreement 
possible. 


Exhibit  32. — Remarks  by  Secretary  Fowler  as  Governor  for  the  United  States, 

September  26, 1967,  at  the  Annual  Meeting  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund, 

Rio  de  Janeiro,  Brazil 

I 

I take  special  pleasure  in  participating  in  this  Annual  Meeting  in  Rio  de 
Janeiro.  I am  very  grateful  to  the  Government  and  the  people  of  Brazil  for  their 
gracious  hospitality  on  this  occasion.  The  beauty  of  this  city,  the  breathtaking 
potential  of  this  huge  vibrant  country,  form  a backdrop  to  the  conference  that 
can  inspire  us  all. 

The  personal  experience  of  viewing  at  first-hand  the  problems  and  potentialities 
of  economic  growth  in  Brazil  and  In  her  neighboring  nations  will,  I trust,  stim- 
ulate us  all  to  assist  in  further  efforts  to  reinforce  international  collaboration 
to  support  economic  development. 

I am  very  glad  to  see  among  us  once  again  Governors  for  Indonesia  represent- 
ing that  large  and  important  nation,  and  to  note  that  both  the  Fund  and  Bank 
have  been  able,  in  the  past  year  or  so,  to  play  a helpful,  constructive  role  in 
assisting  Indonesia  to  deal  with  a most  difficult  and  trying  period  of  economic 
stabilization.  I know  that  all  of  us  wish  the  Indonesian  authorities  well  in  the 
courageous  efforts  they  are  making. 

It  is  also  a pleasure  to  welcome  to  membership  in  our  organizations  The  Gambia, 
which  last  week  completed  the  formalities  to  assume  membership,  and  Botswana, 
whose  membership  resolutions  are  before  this  meeting  of  governors. 

The  Fund  and  Bank  have  had  another  highly  successful  year,  the  highlights 
of  which  have  been  recorded  in  their  excellent  annual  reports.  Mr.  Woods  and  Mr. 
Schweitzer  have  summarized  the  activity  of  the  past  year  in  the  Bank  family  and 
in  the  Fund  and  I wili  not  retrace  the  ground  they  have  covered  so  well. 

But  the  events  of  the  year  in  the  usual  pattern  have  been  crowned  by  an 
unusual,  indeed,  unique  achievement — the  creation  of  a facility  to  meet  the 
need,  as  and  when  it  arises,  for  a supplement  to  existing  reserve  assets.  This  is  to 
be  estabiished  within  the  framework  of  the  Fund,  and  is  embodied  in  the  Outline 
Plan  for  a Special  Drawing  Rights  Facility  which  is  the  principal  business  of 
this  meeting. 
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II 

Last  year  we  urged  joint  meetings  of  the  Executive  Directors  representing  aii 
member  countries  of  the  Fund  and  the  Deputies  of  the  “Group  of  Ten.”  It  was  our 
hope  and  trust  that  from  these  meetings  a specific  plan  for  deliberate  reserve 
creation  would  emerge  to  become  the  subject  of  action  by  the  Fund  Governors  at 
this  Annual  Meeting.  This  hope  and  trust  have  been  fulfilled.  The  joint  meetings 
have  produced  results  which  exceeded  expectations  and  the  United  States  is 
grateful  to  all  the  Ministers  and  Deputies  of  the  Group  of  Ten  and  to  the  Execu- 
tive Directors,  Managing  Director  and  staff  of  the  Fund. 

So  at  last  we,  at  this  meeting,  come  to  the  final  and  logical  forum  for  ah  Inter- 
national Monetary  Conference  to  consider  what  steps  we  might  jointly  take  to 
secure  substantial  improvements  in  international  monetary  arrangements  look- 
ing to  the  creation  of  a facility  to  provide,  as  and  when  needed,  a supplement  to 
existing  reserve  assets.  Despite  twenty-two  years  of  steady  progress  since  Bret- 
toii  Woods,  we  need  to  assure  a world  monetary  system  conducive  to  a more 
rational  and  orderly  expansion  of  global  reserves.  It  would  be  a grave  error,  how- 
ever, to  assume  that  a strong,  flexible  and  adequate  international  monetary  sys- 
tem begins  and  ends  with  the  assurance  of  adequacy  of  global  reserves.  There 
are  other  essential  elements  which  require  both  international  cooperation  and  a 
responsible  approach  of  national  monetary  authorities.  Two  particularly  deserve 
mention,  and  the  assurance  to  my  fellow  Governors  is  that  the  United  States 
will  play  its  full  part. 

The  maintenance  of  convertibility  of  the  dollar  and  gold  for  international  mone- 
tary purposes  is  also  essential  to  a regime  of  stable  exchange  rates,  which  is  a 
primary  objective  of  the  Fund  recalled  to  us  yesterday  by  the  Managing  Director 
in  his  notable  address. 

Nothing  in  the  new  arrangements  on  liquidity  is  designed  to  alter  the  present 
relationship  between  gold  and  the  dollar.  The  U.S.  commitment  to  the  converti- 
bility of  the  dollar  into  gold  at  $35.00  an  ounce  remains  firm.  This  has  been,  and 
will  continue  to  be  a central  factor  in  the  monetary  system. 

Another  element  deserving  comment  is  the  process  of  adjusting  payments  im- 
balances. International  cooperation  is  important  here  also,  for  it  is  diflicult  with- 
out it  to  make  this  process  work  effectively  in  the  complex  world  today.  The 
continuing  expansion  of  world  trade  and  investment  carries  w’ith  it  a correspond- 
ing tendency  toward  a higher  absolute  level  of  international  imbalance.  An 
improved  adjustment  process  can  serve  to  moderate  this  trend,  and  especially 
to  reduce  or  eliminate  persistent  or  excessive  deficits  and  persistent  or  excessive 
surpluses. 

The  Fund  report  calls  attention  to  some  of  the  difiBculties  encountered  in  im- 
proving the  adjustment  process.  At  the  present  moment,  in  my  ovvn  country  there 
is  clear  need  to  apply  fiscal  restraint  to  what  may  otherwise  soon  become  an 
expansion  so  excessive  as  to  create  serious  inflationary  strains  and  an  increasing 
balance  of  payments  deficit.  Meanwhile,  many  countries  of  Continental  Europe 
are  still  in  need  of  stimulus  to  restore  more  satisfactory  rates  of  economic  growth. 
This  would  also  reduce  their  balance  of  payments  surpluses  and  thereby  pro- 
mote the  international  adjustment  process. 

A perfectly  even  rate  of  growth  is  not  to  be  expected  either  in  national  econo- 
mies or  in  world  trade.  The  recent  situation  has  been  marred  by  sluggish  ad- 
vances in  output — and  in  some  instances,  contractions — in  a number  of  key 
industrial  nations.  If  this  state  of  affairs  were  to  continue,  or,  worse  still,  to 
intensify,  sitrains  on  the  international  payments  mechanism  w'ould  surely  become 
severe.  In  particular,  the  world’s  primary  producing  nations  would  bear  a heavy 
burden  of  adjustment. 

In  many  of  the  industrial  nations,  a slower  advance  in  output  was  consciousiy 
sought  by  national  policy  In  order  to  reduce  inflationary  pressure.  With  the  ad- 
justment completed,  the  basis  for  a more  enduring  expansion  has  been  laid. 
Essentiai  as  these  adjustments  in  separate  countries  have  been,  jwiicies  of  con- 
traction in  surpius  countries  must  not  be  allowed  to  continue  so  long  as  to 
prejudice  the  prospects  for  an  expanding  volume  of  world  trade,  severely  ag- 
gravating imbaiances  in  international  payments.  A constantly  expanding  voiume 
of  trade,  weil-distributed  regionally,  is  essential  if  acceptable  levels  of  well-being 
are  to  be  sustained  in  developed  countries  and  promoted  in  the  developing 
countries  of  the  world. 

A common  theme  in  the  recent  experience  of  many  industrial  nations  has  been 
the  monetary  strains  that  are  the  consequence  of  too  rapid  internal  expansion. 
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and  too  sparing  reliance  on  fiscal  restraint.  In  general,  this  year  has  seen  some 
easing  of  the  most  severe  financial  strains.  But,  in  turn,  the  welcome  moderate 
reduction  in  upward  pressure  on  money  markets  internationally  has  only  been 
achieved,  iu  the  main,  along  with  a slowing  in  the  growth  of  output  in  some 
major  industrial  nations  below  the  rates  that  are  desirable  and  feasible  from 
a long-term  point  of  view.  Despite  this,  long-term  interest  rates  have  remained 
high. 

There  will  be  a need  to  harmonize  national  economic  and  financial  policies  In 
the  interest  not  only  of  balanced  expansion  at  home,  but  also  of  a balanced  ex- 
pansion of  trade  internationally.  We  are  all  aware  that  both  deficit  and  surplus 
countries  share  the  i responsibility  for  continuous  efforts  to  Improve  the  process 
of  adjustment.  Deficits  and  surpluses  are  after  all  two  sides  of  the  same  coin. 
There  should  be  no  presumption  that  either  the  deficit  or  surplus  country  is  the 
one  that  is  delinquent.  Cooperative  action  by  both  parties  is  essential. 

Let  me  turn  now  to  the  main  subject  of  interest — on  the  Fund  side — at  this 
Annual  Meeting. 

This  22d  Annual  Meeting  has  a special  meaning  for  all  Fund  members.  After 
nearly  a quarter-century  of  experience  with  the  Articles  of  Agreement  prepared 
at  Bretton  Woods  in  1944,  we  are  now  asked  to  approve  a procedure  leading  to 
the  first  amendment  to  those  Articles. 

The  plan  for  Special  Drawing  Rights  is  Important  to  all  our  member  nations. 
There  is  no  area  of  the  world  that  does  not  have  a vital  interest  in  the  expansion 
of  international  trade.  Moreover,  the  flow  of  public  and  private  capital  across 
national  boundaries  Is  of  the  greatest  concern  to  the  developing  world,  and  these 
flows  can  quickly  feel  the  adverse  effects  of  inadequate  reserves. 

At  the  end  of  August,  President  Johnson,  commenting  on  the  London  meeting, 
said : “Without  such  a scheme,  the  increasing  Inadequacy  of  the  world’s  money 
supply  will  make  it  progressively  harder  for  national  governments  to  follow 
liberal  trade  and  employment  policies.  The  livelihood  and  even  the  lives  of  lit- 
erally hundreds  of  millions  of  people  over  the  next  decade  or  two  could  be  at 
issue  especially  in  the  less-developed  countries.” 

Since  the  war,  gold  and  dollars  have  provided  a flow  of  new  reserves.  But  gold 
is  not  now  adding  to  global  reserves,  nor  can  It  confidently  be  assumed  that  It 
will  do  so  to  a very  large  extent  in  the  future.  Total  monetary  gold  stocks,  in- 
cluding those  held  by  the  Fund  and  other  International  financial  institutions,  are 
not  significantly  larger  today  than  they  were  at  the  end  of  1964. 

• Dollars,  sterling  and  temporary  reserves  created  by  the  Fund  under  existing 
procedures  are  for  the  time  being  carrying  on  growth  of  reserves.  But  it  is  clear 
that  future  reserve  growth  cannot  rely,  as  in  the  past,  on  U.S.  payments  deficits. 

It  is  against  this  background  that  the  negotiations  on  the  Outline  Plan  have 
proceeded.  And  the  Plan  makes  crystal  clear  that  it  is  possible  to  reach  agreement 
on  a specific  course  of  action  despite  differences  in  approach  to  the  problems  of 
the  monetary  system  and  despite  widely  varying  national  reserve  positions  and 
policies.  We  have  progressed  toward  agreement  in  a pragmatic  spirit,  recognizing 
that  no  one  participating  in  these  negotiations  could  expect  the  outcome  to  coincide 
in  full  wdth  his  own  ideas.  The  judgment  and  good  will  of  a large  number  of 
responsible  officials  of  governments  and  central  banks  have  combined  to  bring 
about  this  result  after  some  years  of  intensive  work.  The  Outline  Plan  is  now 
before  us.  We  have  the  responsibility — and  the  opportunity — to  adopt  a resolu- 
tion to  begin  the  process  of  giving  it  life.  This  is  our  unique  opportunity,  meeting 
as  a body,  to  act  on  the  Outline  Plan,  before  it  is  committed  to  our  Executive 
Directors  for  final  drafting,  then  to  this  Board  for  approval,  and  to  Governments 
for  acceptance. 

The  Outline  Plan  has  the  full  support  of  my  country.  It  provides  the  framework 
for  an  effective  and  workable  structure  for  meeting  future  global  needs  for 
reserve  assets.  While  there  are  many  aspects  of  the  Plan  that  are  noteworthy,  I 
shall  confine  myself  to  a few  observations ; 

1.  The  Outline  Plan  is  a universal  plan.  It  is  open  to  all  members  of  the  Fund, 
and  I hope  that  all  will  wish  to  participate. 

2.  The  facility  is  intended  to  meet  the  need,  as  and  when  it  arises,  for  a supple- 
ment to  existing  reserve  assets.  While  each  country  will  make  its  own  decision, 
it  is  expected  that  these  Special  Drawing  Eights  will  be  treated  as  first-line 
reserves.  The  United  States  intends  to  do  so. 

3.  The  new  reserve  asset  should  provide  insurance  against  an  excessive  cumu- 
lative competitive  pressure  for  restrictions  on  international  finance  and  trade 
transactions.  It  can  also  act  as  a counter  to  such  interacting  national  moves 
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toward  unduly  high  interest  rates  as  are  brought  about  by  competitive  actions 
of  those  countries  that  are  protecting  their  reserves.  At  one  and  the  same  time, 
it  will  permit  growth  in  world  reserves  and  buttress  confidence  in  the  stability 
of  the  entire  system  of  world  finance.  In  a word,  it  should  operate  to  relax 
appreciably  some  of  the  unnecessarily  painful  strictures  on  international  finance 
that  come  from  fears  of  actual  or  impending  reserve  shortage. 

4.  Endorsement  of  this  Outline  Plan  should  in  itself  provide  smoother  sailing 
in  the  world’s  money  and  exchange  markets.  Anticipation  of  the  future  is  a 
powerful  present  factor  in  all  things  financial.  Gold  and  exchange  markets  should 
reflect  a new  sense  of  confidence  in  the  adequacy  of  future  reserve  supplies. 

5.  We  are  gratified  that  the  Outline  Plan  recognizes  that  international  liquidity 
is  the  business  of  the  Fund,  and  clearly  provides  that  the  Board  of  Governors, 
where  every  member  of  the  Fund  is  represented,  will  have  the  final  responsibility 
for  the  vital  decisions  to  create  new  Special  Drawing  Rights.  However,  as  to  the 
role  of  the  Fund  in  the  use  of  Special  Drawing  Rights,  the  Outline  Plan  wisely 
leaves  scope  for  development  through  experience.  The  Fund’s  role  may  well 
become  one  of  general  guidance,  more  than  one  of  detailed  operation.  While  some 
basic  rules  for  use  need  to  be  maintained,  they  need  not  be  numerous  or  complex. 
The  essential  part  of  the  Fund’s  role  would  seem  to  lie  less  in  the  area  of  specific 
transactions  than  in  the  process  of  taking  decisions  to  create  Special  Drawing 
Rights  and  in  clarifying  and  maintaining  the  basic  rules  governing  their  use. 

6.  A very  considerable  amount  of  reconstitution  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  may 
be  expected  to  occur  through  the  normal  balance  of  payments  processes.  Still  it 
has  been  agreed  that  some  explicit  reconstitution  provision  was  necessary.  At 
the  same  time,  it  was  important  to  avoid  compromising  the  quality  of  the  Special 
Drawing  Rights  as  a supplement  to  existing  reserve  assets.  The  principles  for 
reconstitution  that  have  been  adopted  for  the  first  5-year  period  assure  that  the 
Special  Drawing  Rights  will  not  be  abused,  yet  do  not  interfere  with  their  reserve 
asset  status. 

In  addition  to  the  net  average  use  provision  adopted  as  the  initial  operating 
rule,  it  is  also  provided  that  “participants  will  pay  due  regard  to  the  desirability 
of  pursuing,  over  time,  a balanced  relationship  between  their  holdings  of  Special 
Drawing  Rights  and  other  Reserves.”  This  provision  is  intended  to  encourage  a 
balanced  use  of  all  three  assets  over  time  and  thus  maintain  stability,  in  a general 
way.  In  relative  holdings  of  the  new  asset  and  existing  reserve  assets,  as  well  as  to 
promote  equivalence  between  the  new  asset  and  the  traditional  reserve  assets. 

My  country  subscribes  strongly  to  the  view  that  the  new  facility  is  designed  to 
assure  a satisfactory  rate  of  growth  in  global  reserves.  It  is  not  designed  to  meet 
an  individual  country’s  balance  of  payments  problems. 

Let  me  make  it  clear  that  the  new  facility  should  in  no  sense  be  regarded  as  a 
solution  to  the  balance  of  payments  problem  of  the  United  States  or  to  the 
corresponding  surplus  problem  of  Continental  Europe.  This  is  a matter  that 
falls  under  the  heading  of  the  continuing  effort  to  improve  the  adjustment  process. 
As  the  Hague  Communique  of  the  Group  of  Ten  in  July  1966  noted,  “The  pre- 
requisite for  the  actual  creation  of  reserves  should  Include  the  attainment  of  a 
better  balance  of  payments  equilibrium  between  members  and  the  likelihood  of  a 
better  working  of  the  adjustment  process  in  the  future.” 

Of  course  in  determining  his  view  as  to  global  needs  for  reserves,  presumably 
the  Managing  Director  will  take  into  consideration  prospective  future  additions 
to  reserves  in  the  form  of  dollars  or  other  foreign  exchange,  as  well  as  a number 
of  other  factors  and  developments,  both  quantitative  and  qualitative.  I doubt 
that  an  elaborate  or  detailed  listing  of  criteria  and  relative  priorities  can  be 
established,  because  conditions  change  and  the  relative  importance  of  criteria 
change.  I believe  it  would  not  be  useful  to  incorporate  a fixed  list  of  criteria 
in  the  agreement  or  the  report. 

The  U.S.  Delegation  has  great  pleasure  in  giving  its  support  to  the  Resolution 
that  calls  on  the  Executive  Directors  to  propose  the  necessary  amendments  to  the 
Articles  of  Agreement.  It  is  my  strong  recommendation  that  the  work  of  the 
Executive  Directors  to  this  end  be  completed  with  dispatch.  We  hope  to  propose 
legislation  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  in  the  early  spring  of  1968. 

The  Resolution  before  us  also  requests  that  a report  be  made  on  such  other 
possible  amendments  as  may  be  recommended  at  the  same  time.  We  are  clearly 
at  a much  earlier  stage  of  our  consideration  of  other  proposals  for  changes  in  the 
Articles  and  By-Laws.  Nevertheless,  my  Delegation  concurs  in  proceeding  to  an 
examination  of  such  proposals, 
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The  proposals  will  have  to  be  judged  on  their  own  merits,  and  accepted,  altered 
or  rejected  on  this  basis  in  the  report  to  be  submitted  by  the  Executive  Directors. 
Some  suggestions  may  prove  relatively  easy  either  to  accept  or  reject.  If,  how- 
ever, some  suggestions  are  found  to  be  complicated  and/or  controversial,  the 
Executive  Directors  could  not  be  expected  to  put  forward  next  year  specific  pro- 
posals for  change  based  on  such  suggestions.  Adequate  time  should  be  allowed 
to  permit  a mature,  broad,  and  certain  meeting  of  minds.  This  is  the  way  we 
have  approached  the  question  of  Special  Drawing  Rights. 

For  the  above  reasons,  I believe  that  specific  substantive  decisions  on  all  these 
matters  should  not  be  regarded  as  a precondition  to  taking  action  on  the  Special 
Drawing  Rights  amendment. 

Ill 

I turn  now  to  matters  relating  to  long-term  economic  development.  The  improve- 
ments we  are  now  setting  in  motion  In  the  international  monetary  mechanism 
are,  I believe,  essential  to  the  long-term  well-being  of  the  developing  countries. 
Economic  interdependence  of  the  developed  and  the  developing  countries  is  a 
fact  of  the  present  and  of  the  future  that  must  be  a guiding  principle  in  the 
direction  we  give  to  international  economic  policies. 

It  is  a paradox  that  the  problem  of  development,  while  infinitely  complex  in 
its  economic,  social,  cultural  and  even  moral  ramifications,  is  also  blindingly 
simple  in  its  barest  elements.  These  can  be  reduced  to  three  in  number : 

(A)  Domestic  self-help  policies  by  the  developing  country  suflScient  to; 

(B)  attract  external  resources,  public  and  private,  drawn  from  countries  able 
to  provide  them  resulting  in  a ; 

(C)  diligent  application  of  the  combined  domestic  and  external  resources  along 
lines  conducive  to  long-term  development  rather  than  exhausting  immediate 
consumption. 

The  major  factor  in  the  history  of  successful  development  lending  by  the 
World  Bank  may  well  be  its  devotion  to  these  principles.  The  Bank  outstandingly 
reflects  them  today. 

The  subject  of  International  Development  Association  replenishment,  while 
not  formally  on  our  agenda,  is  nevertheless  the  most  important  business  pend- 
ing before  the  Governors  of  the  Bank  family  of  institutions.  It  should  be  evident 
from  my  remarks  today  that  President  Johnson  fully  supports  the  efforts  of  the 
World  Bank  management  to  achieve  a replenishment  for  IDA  on  a .substantially 
enlarged  scale.  I am  hopeful  that  in  their  statements  here,  other  Governors 
will  share  this  attitude. 

We  are  mindful,  of  course,  that  external  assistance  such  as  IDA  provides  can 
only  supplement  sound  national  development  efforts.  Only  in  asisoclation  with 
self-help  efforts — ^coordinated  and  soundly  applied  domestic  policies  and  actions — 
can  the  application  of  external  assistance  bring  developing  countries  to  sustained 
growth. 

Further,  domestic  self-help  policies  which  need  not  be  catalogued  here  are  of 
vital  importance  to  create  a climate  in  the  developing  countries  conducive  to 
maximizing  the  flow  of  external  resources — public  and  private.  Where  these 
measures  are  lacking,  the  task  of  commanding  .the  support  of  the  electorates  of 
high-income  countries  for  continued  assistance  with  public  funds  iwill  be  rnade 
far  more  diflicult.  Where  these  are  lacking,  private  resources  will  not  flow 
in  desired  directions  and  amounts. 

Two  developments  of  the  past  year  are  especially  noteworthy  for  us  here  in 
relation  to  the  object  of  encouraging  greater  foreign  and  local  private  capital 
participation  in  the  growth  process. 

The  initial  use  of  the  authority  granted  under  earlier  Charter  amendments 
was  made  by  the  Executive  Directors  approving  a $100  millmn  line  of  credit 
from  the  World  Bank  to  the  International  Finance  Corporation.  As  a result,  we 
may  expect  even  more  substantial  increases  in  IFC  financing  of  the  private  sec- 
tor— and  in  the  much  larger  volumes  of  foreign  and  local  private  capital  that  are 
associated  with  it. 

Second,  the  inauguration  of  a new  and  useful  facility  within  the  IBRD 
institutional  structure — the  International  Centre  for  the  .Settlement  of  Invest- 
ment Disputes — ^^through  arbitratio.n  and  conciliation  services  will  contribute 
materially  to  an  improvement  of  the  climate  in  which  international  private 
investment  takes  place.  In  so  doing,  it  will  extend  the  area  that  can  benefit 
from  private  investrnent.  It  merits  the  support  of  the  entire  membership  of  the 
Bank. 
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I cannot  overemphasize  the  importance  of  policies  conducive  to  a strong  and 
dynamic  private  sector,  offering  opportunities  to  both  foreign  and  local  capital, 
and  serving  as  the  pace  setter  of  the  economy. 

In  stressing  the  role  of  private  finance,  I am,  of  course,  ever  mindful  of  the 
need  for  effectively  mobilized  and  effectively  applied  public  finance.  We  heard  in 
the  opening  addresses  yesterday  and  will  in  the  next  days  learn  more  of  the  urgent 
need  for  the  developed  countries  to  find  the  ways  and  means  of  promoting  in- 
creases in  the  volume  of  real  resources  available  for  development.  We  have  too 
long  remained  on  the  so-called  aid  plateau.  It  is  time  to  strike  out  for  higher 
ground.  The  World  Bank  family,  and  with  it  the  regional  banks,  offer  a promising 
channel  for  doing  just  this. 

I wmuld  be  taking  an  unrealistic  view  of  the  vvorld  if  I were  not  to  recognize, 
however,  that,  leaving  aside  the  budgetary  problem  we  all  face,  there  are  at 
least  two  other  constraints  that  tend  to  hold  back  the  steadily  Increasing  avail- 
ability of  resources  to  these  multilateral  lending  institutions, 

(A)  Capital  markets  everywhere  are  under  pressure  from  mushrooming 
domestic  requirements.  The  price  of  capital  in  many  markets  is  touching  historic 
highs.  The  World  Bank  should  not  he  forced  to  place  excessive  reliance  on  any 
single  market  for  its  rising  capital  needs.  A sustainable  mechanism  for  providing 
development  finance  to  the  Bank  through  private  markets  requires  an  equitable 
sharing  of  the  total  efforts — and  the  concept  of  equity  embraces  reasonable  terms 
as  well  as  adequate  amounts.  Certainly,  surplus  countries  should  contribute  posi- 
tively to  the  adjustment  process  through  granting  preferred  and  substantially 
increased  access  to  their  capital  markets  by  the  Bank  and  other  multilateral 
lending  agencies. 

(B ) Balance  of  payments  factors  are  the  other  special  constraint.  Rather  than 
permit  our  serious  and  continuing  balance  of  payments  difficulties — made  still 
more  complex  by  the  foreign  exchange  cost  of  our  effort  in  Vietnam — we  in  the 
United  States  have  found  wa.ys  to  maintain  a high  level  of  aid  through  the 
transfer  of  real  resources  to  the  developing  world. 

We  would  prefer,  in  an  ideal  W'orld,  to  make  our  assistance  available  in  the 
form  of  financial  resources.  However,  when  balance  of  payments  realities  con- 
front us,  our  choice  is  clear : we  rstrive  not  to  reduce  the  level  of  our  assistance; — 
but  instead  to  make  our  assistance  available  through  tran.sfer  of  real  resources. 
This  approach  requires  that  the  real  resources  represent  an  addition  to,  not  a 
substitute  for,  goods  and  services  moving  in  normal  commercial  channels. 

If  iserious  and  continuing  balance  of  payments  difficulties  constitute  a con- 
straint on  the  ways  the  United  States  can  provide  assistance,  persistent  balance 
of  payments  surpluses  constitute  an  imperative  to  countries  enjoying  such  a posi- 
tion to  expand  their  assistance  in  the  form  of  finance.  A sensible  policy  for  such 
countries,  and  a policy  which  can  make  a contribution  to  the  overall  adjustment 
process  in  the  international  payments  system,  is  one  of  increasing  the  volume, 
easing  the  term,  widening  the  geographic  scope  and  eliminating  procurement 
limitations  on  the  flow  of  development  funds. 

These  thoughts  are  relevant  to  the  unresolved  question  of  IDA  replenishment. 

As  of  last  March,  I was  authorized  by  President  Johnson  to  support  the  IDA 
replenishment  at  a substantially  increased  level,  provided  that  account  should 
be  taken  of  the  balance  of  payments  problems  of  deficit  donor  countries  in 
deciding  how  IDA’S  new  resources  would  be  made  available.  Such  a feature  will 
in  fact  speed  agreement  leading  to  transfer  of  resources  to  less-developed 
countries  through  IDA. 

If  the  multilateral  agencies  themselves  are  to  achieve  our  hopes  for  them, 
they  must  have  increasing  funds  committed  by  the  donors  for  a long-term  period. 
Balance  of  payments  safeguards  will  help  assure  that  long-term  contributions 
are  made,  since  only  with  their  protection  will  Finance  Ministers  be  in  a posi- 
tion to  assure  their  legislatures  that  the  uncertainties  of  the  future  have  been 
taken  into  account. 

In  thus  referring  briefly  to  IDA  replenishment  di.scussions  I would  like  to 
make  one  further  point  very  clear.  Nothing  in  the  U.S.  plan  would  require  IDA 
to  make  any  changes  in  its  present  policies  with  respect  to  the  allocation  of  its 
resources  to  countries  and  projects,  or  with  respect  to  international  competition 
in  procurement,  and  no  such  changes  are  contemplated  in  this  proposal. 

The  magnitude  of  the  tasks  ahead  requires  that  we  strive  to  improve  the 
quality  of  the  development  efforts  of  both  the  advanced  and  the  developing 
countries.  In  so  doing,  we  must  recognize  that  certain  economic  sectors  demaud 
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greater  concentration  of  these  improved  efforts.  The  twin  problems  of  food  and 
population  should  how  occupy  the  forefront  of  our  attention.  The  United  States 
is  emphasizing'  assistance  in  agricultural  improvement — including  land  reform 
as  well  as  direct  production  improvements — in  its  own  programs.  The  inter- 
national institutions  are  giving  increased  attention  on  their  part.  Nothing  less 
than  the  highest  priority  attention  to  these  problems  will  provide  the  basis  for 
averting  the  potential  disaster  that  looms  in  the  food-population  race. 

In  closing  my  remarks  I would  like  to  quote  to  you  the  words  of  the  Brazilian 
Representative,  Mr.  Souza  Costa,  who  in  offering  a resolution  of  thanks  at  the 
final  session  of  the  Bretton  Woods  Conference,  said : 

“As  the  knowledge  of  these  results  becomes  more  widespread,  a corresponding 
increase  will  take  place  in  the  number  of  those  who,  realizing  the  greatness  of 
the  objectives  sought,  will  wish  to  be  counted  among  the  supporters  of  this 
undertaking.” 

How  correct  this  prophesy  has  been  with  respect  to  the  Fund  and  the  Bank. 
Let  us  hope  that  our  successors  will  say  the  same  of  the  work  that  we  have 
launched  at  this  Annual  Meeting. 


Exhibit  33. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler,  November  19,  1967,  following 
announcement  of  a new  parity  rate  for  the  pound 

Events  of  the  24  hours  following  announcement;  of  the  new  parity  rate  of 
,f2.40  for  the  pound  have  demonstrated  the  strength  of  the  international  monetary 
arrangements  and  the  spirit  of  monetai’y  cooperation  created  in  the  free  world 
since  World  War  II.  This  cooperation  began  with  Bretton  Woods,  was  strength- 
ened and  implemented  through  various  successful  arrangements  over  the  past 
20  years,  showed  up  fully  in  the  agreement  reached  at  Rio  de  Janeiro  in  Sep- 
tember in  plans  for  new  international  liquidity,  and  has  been  expressed  since 
the  U.K.  devaluation  as  : 

— The  International  Monetary  Fund  has  indicated  that  it  is  giving  prompt 
attention  to  the  U.K.  request  for  a $1.4  billion  standby  “with  the  expectation  of 
reaching  a favorable  decision  in  a few  days.” 

— President  Johnson  has  reiterated  the  firm  commitment  of  the  United  States 
to  buy  and  sell  gold  at  the  existing  price  of  ,$35  an  ounce. 

— An  overwhelming  majority  of  the  major  financial  and  trading  nations  of  the 
free  world  have  announced  decisions  to  maintain  their  currencies  at  present 
rates.  It  is  clear  now  that  adjustments  will  be  confined  to  a few  countries  where 
fundamental  disequilibrium  also  exists. 

— Chancellor  Callaghan  has  indicated  that  very  substantial  additional  financial 
support  has  already  been  pledged  by  a number  of  important  central  banks. 
Together  with  the  $1.4  billion  International  Monetary  Fund  standby,  this  will 
bring  total  new  support  to  approximately  $3  billion. 

To  emphasize  her  determination  to  reach  equilibrium,  the  U.K.  Govern- 
ment has  announced  a series  of  new  domestic  measures  designed  to  resolve  her 
balance  of  payments  problem. 

The  United  States  is  confident  that  with  this  broad  understanding  and  the 
actions  cited  above  the  United  Kingdom  will  achieve  its  objectives.  As  the 
President  said  yesterday ; 

“I  believe  the  United  Kingdom  will — at  the  new  parity — achieve  the  needed 
improvement  in  its  ability  to  compete  in  world  markets.  The  attainmein  of 
equilibrium  by  the  United  Kingdom  will  be  a healthy  and  constructive  develop- 
ment in  international  financial  markets.” 

Thus  the  nations  bf  the  free  world  have  demonstrated  again  that  they  have 
the  will  and  the  means  to  work  together,  in  the  framework  of  the  International 
Monetary  Fund  and  other  international  cooperative  arrangements,  to  assure  the 
continued  healthy  functioning  of  the  international  monetary  system. 

The  United  States,  with  all  of  its  productive  strength,  stands  firmly  committed 
to  joining  with  others  in  the  international  task  of  maintaining  a sound  world 
monetary  system. 
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Exhibit  34. — Frankfurt  Communique  of  November  26,  1967,  by  the  Governors  of 
the  Central  Banks  of  Belgium,  Germany,  Italy,  Netherlands,  Switzerland,  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  United  States 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board 
made  available  a communique  issued  in  Frankfurt,  Germany,  today  which  reads 
as  follows : 

“The  'Governors  of  the  Central  Banks  of  Belgium,  Germany,  Italy,  Netherlands, 
Switzerland,  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  United  States  convened  in  Frankfurt 
on  November  26,  1967. 

“They  noted  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  stated  : 

“ T reaffirm  unequivocally  the  commitment  of  the  United  States  to  buy  and  sell 
gold  at  the  existing  price  of  $35  per  ounce.’ 

“They  took  decisions  on  specific  measures  to  ensure  by  coordinated  action 
orderly  conditions  in  the  exchange  markets  and  to  support  the  present  pattern  of 
exchange  rates  based  on  the  fixed  price  of  $35  per  ounce  of  gold. 

“They  concluded  that  the  volume  of  gold  and  foreign  exchange  reserves  at  their 
disposal  guarantees  the  success  of  these  actions ; at  the  same  time  they  indicated 
that  they  would  welcome  the  participation  of  other  central  banks.” 


Exhibit  35. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler  and  Chairman  Martin  of  the  Federal 

Reserve  Board,  December  16,  1967,  on  maintenance  of  the  gold  value  of  the 

dollar 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board 
today  issued  the  following  statement : 

The  United  States  stands  firm  in  its  determination  to  maintain  the  gold  value 
of  the  dollar. 

The  central  banks  of  Belgium,  Germany,  Italy,  the  Netherlands,  Switzerland, 
and  the  United  Kingdom  support  this  position  and  continue  to  participate  fully 
with  the  United  States  in  policies  and  practices  in  support  of  the  price  of  gold  at 
$35  an  ounce. 

The  operation  of  the  London  gold  market  will  continue  unchanged. 

The  U.S,  authorities  and  the  European  central  banks  concerned  endorse  this 
position  unanimously  and  are  cooperating  in  the  interest  of  maintaining  the  sta- 
bility of  the  international  monetary  system. 


Exhibit  36. — Remarks  by  Secretary  Fowler,  January  10,  1968,  before  1968  “Share 
in  Freedom”  Savings  Bonds  Volunteer  Conference 

Chairman  Gwinn,  Distinguished  Guests,  Ladies  and  Gentlemen — I am  delighted 
to  be  here  with  you  and  'to  witness  the  inspiring  example  that  this  superb  audience 
is  giving  the  American  people. 

As  volunteers  in  the  cause  of  good  citizenship,  you  are  putting  patriotism  into 
practice.  You  are  demonstrating — not  your  rights — but  your  responsibilities. 

Your  numbers  are  impressive  and  the  importance  of  your  callings  more  so. 
You  exemplify  the  simple  truth  on  the  cover  of  your  colorful  campaign  brochure 
as  stated  by  a great  President — “I  go  for  all  sharing  the  privileges  of  the  Gov- 
ernment who  assist  in  bearing  its  burdens.” 

In  an  altogether  fitting  observance  of  New  Year’s  Day,  President  Johnson 
launched  an  Action  Program  to  maintain  the  strength  of  the  dollar  and  preserve 
the  soundness  of  the  Free  World  monetary  system  by  restoring  our  international 
payments  to  balance. 

This  was  an  act  of  singular  courage  and  decisiveness,  but  also  an  act  of  chal- 
lenge— to  you  and  to  me — whatever  our  respective  callings — public  or  private. 

The  challenge  was  to  all  responsible  citizens  to  join  in  the  “very  necessary 
and  laudable  effort  to  preserve  our  country’s  financial  strength.” 

Today  we  launch  a related  and  equally  laudable  effort  for  the  same  noble 
purpose — for  the  sale  of  U.S.  savings  bonds,  like  the  restoration  of  our  balance 
of  payments  to  equilibrium,  will  preserve  a strong  dollar — ^at  home  or  abroad. 

And  that  strong  dollar  is  the  bulwark  of  both  our  domestic  and  international 
monetary  system. 

It  has  helped  bring  the  greatest  economic  miracles  of  all  times. 
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It  has  underwritten  unprecedented  prosperity  for  the  people  of  the  United 
States  who  are  now  in  the  83d  moMth  of  sustained  economic  growth  shared  with 
our  near  neighbors. 

It  has  helped  bring  back  a war-torn  Europe  and  Japan  to  share  in  that 
prosperity. 

It  is  helping  ito  bring  new  life  and  strength  and  hope  ito  the  developing  world 
of  Asia,  Africa  and  Latin  America. 

It  is  turning  back  the  naked  aggression  in  Southeast  Asia,  which,  if  left  un- 
checked, would  light  the  fires  and  fears  of  war  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 

The  strength  of  the  world  economy  and  the  functioning  of  the  international 
monetary  system  depend  to  a large  extent  on  the  level  of  economic  activity  in 
the  United  States  and  the  mainitenance  of  a stable  dollar — stable  in  terms  of 
prices  and  of  exchange  rates. 

Yes,  as  the  President  said  on  New  Year’s  Day — a strong  dollar  protects  and 
preserves  the  prosperity  of  businessman  and  banker,  worker  and  farmer — here 
and  overseas — as  it  is  restoring  peace  and  security. 

And  it  is  our  job  to  protect  and  preserve  the  strength  of  the  dollar  for  these 
tasks  in  the  years  ahead. 

The  New  Year  is  a time  for  action — for  decisive  action  pursuant  to  firm 
resolution. 

Today — ^this  month — we  are  concerned  with  three  related  areas  for  decisive 
action  and  firm  resolution  to  strengthen  the  dollar  by  : 

— ^taking  action  to  deal  directly  with  our  balance  of  payments  deficit  through 
the  selective  temporary  and  longer  term  measnres  set  forth  by  the  President  on 
January  1 ; 

— making  it  “the  first  order  of  business” — as  termed  by  the  President — ^to 
restore  the  first  line  of  defense  of  the  dollar — a strong  American  economy — by 
moving  decisively  in  the  direction  of  balance  in  our  budget  and  stability  in  prices 
and  unit  labor  costs  with  the  enactment  of  the  anti-inflation  tax  increase,  cou- 
pled with  an  austere  budget,  appropriate  monetary  policy,  and  a more  effective 
voluntary  program  of  wage-price  restraint,  and 

— launching  here  today  the  most  Intensive,  effective  effort  since  World  War  II 
to  meet  to  the  maximum  extent  the  Government’s  borrowing  needs  outside  the 
overcrowded  money  markets  through  the  sale  of  U.S.  savings  bonds  and  Freedom 
Shares,  thereby  financing  the  debt  in  an  anti-inflationary  manner. 

First,  I would  like  to  discuss  briefly  three  questions  that  seem  to  arise  fre- 
quently about  the  President’s  new  balance  of  payments  program. 

Why  were  these  measures — some  of  them  drastic  and  unprecedented — taken  at 
this  particular  time  when  we  have  had  this  problem  around  for  a long  time  and 
it  concerns  a deficit  that  is  only  a fraction  of  one  percent  of  our  national  output 
of  goods  and  services  ? 

It  is  apparent  that  even  today,  many  of  our  people  are  not  fully  aware  of  the 
urgent  necessity  of  restoring  a balance  in  our  international  payments.  The  U.S. 
economy  is  strong  and  prosperous.  ’The  international  transactions  of  the  United 
States,  while  very  large  in  terms  of  the  world  economy,  are  small  relative  to  our 
total  production,  consumption  and  investment.  Why  should  the  United  States 
or  the  world  be  disturbed  about  a balance  of  payments  deficit  that  at  wor.st  has 
been  only  a fraction  of  one  percent  of  our  output  of  goods  and  services? 

Despite  the  magnitude  of  our  domestic  economy,  the  foreign  transactions  of  the 
United  States  are  very  important  to  our  economic  well-being  and  indispensable 
to  the  free  world.  Imports  of  foodstuffs,  raw  materials,  and  finished  goods  are 
essential  for  our  production  and  our  high  standard  of  living.  The  overseas  ex- 
penditures of  the  U.S.  Government  for  foreign  aid  and  defense  are  vital  to  our 
objectives  of  world  peace  and  security.  U.S.  private  foreign  investment  or  lending 
is  profitable  to  our  banking  and  business  institutions,  important  for  economic 
growth  and  development  in  many  other  countries,  and  an  inherent  part  of  the 
functions  of  the  dollar  as  the  preeminent  international  currency. 

The  cost  of  these  imports,  security  expenditures  abroad,  foreign  investment, 
and — yes — our  travels  to  other  lands  for  pleasure  or  profit,  must  be  paid  for  by 
exports  of  goods  and  services,  the  earnings  of  our  foreign  investments,  foreign 
investment  and  tourism  in  the  United  States,  and  other  foreign  exchange  receipts. 
When  our  total  foreign  payments  are  more  than  our  foreign  receipts,  some  of 
the  excess  dollars  received  by  foreigners  are  sold  to  their  monetary  authorities 
in  return  for  local  currency. 
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To  some  extent  and  for  some  time,  foreign  central  banks  are  willing  to  add 
such  dollars  to  their  reserves.  But  when  the  accumulation  of  dollars  is  large 
in  amount  and  continues  for  a long  time,  some  foreign  central  banks  no  longer  add 
these  dollars  to  their  reserves  but  convert  them  into  gold. 

Our  total  foreign  payments  have  exceeded  our  total  foreign  receipts  steadily 
since  1958.  As  our  gold  reserves  were  very  large  then — they  were  larger  at  the 
end  of  1957  than  they  had  been  at  the  end  of  19.50 — there  was  no  urgency  about 
restoring  our  balance  of  payments.  In  fact,  nearly  all  countries  had  very  small 
reserves  and  many  were  eager  to  add  to  their  dollar  reserves. 

Nevertheless,  President  Eisenhower  instructed  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  other  Government  agencies  to  economize  on  their  foreign  expenditures. 
President  Kennedy  strengthened  the  earlier  program  and  introduced  new  meas- 
ures, including  those  designed  to  increase  U.S.  exports,  to  hold  down  U.S.  pur- 
chases of  foreign  securities  and  to  increase  foreign  purchases  of  U.S.  securities. 
A renewed  capital  outflow  in  1964  made  it  necessary  for  President  Johnson  to 
introduce  a voluntary  program  for  holding  down  foreign  direct  investment  and 
foreign  bank  loans. 

It  had  been  hoped  that  the  normal  adjustment  of  international  payments  would 
enable  us  to  restore  our  payments  without  restrictive  measures.  In  fact,  from 
1959  to  1964,  we  made  good  progress  in  reducing  our  payments  deficit  because 
of  the  growth  of  our  exports  of  goods  and  services,  and  because  of  the  rise  in 
earnings  from  our  foreign  investments,  and  because  of  the  savings  on  the  gov- 
ernment account.  The  sharp  increase  in  our  private  capital  outflow,  however, 
prevented  the  achievement  of  balance  in  1964. 

In  1965  and  1966,  the  accelerated  expansion  in  the  U.S.  economy  and  the  war 
in  Vietnam  placed  renewed  pressure  on  the  balance  of  payments.  The  great  boom 
resulted  in  an  extraordinary  increase  of  imports,  very  much  more  than  the 
increase  of  exports.  The  costs  of  our  forces  in  Vietnam  added  substantially  to 
our  foreign  payments.  Thus,  while  the  voluntary  program  reduced  the  capital 
outflow  considerably  from  the  peak  of  1964,  the  payments  deficit  persisted.  No 
progress  was  made  in  1967  because  our  imports  continued  to  rise  nearly  as 
much  as  our  exports,  the  foreign  exchange  costs  of  Vietnam  rose  further  to 
over  $1.5  billion,  and  private  capital  outflows  and  the  tourism  deficit  again 
increased. 

The  devaluation  of  sterling  brought  the  balance  of  payments  problem  to  an 
acute  stage.  It  resulted  in  a loss  of  confidence  in  cm’rencies  and  was  accom- 
panied by  a large  outflow  of  foreign  funds  from  the  United  States  and  a burst  of 
speculative  buying  of  gold.  This  was  a threat  not  only  to  the  dollar  but  to  the 
international  monetary  system ‘as  a whole.  While  the  speculation  was  repulsed 
with  the  cooperation  of  the  members  of  the  gold  pool,  it  has  underlined  the 
urgency  of  placing  the  dollar  once  more  in  an  impregnable  position.  With  the 
implementation  of  the  Rio  resolution  for  creating  Special  Drawing  Rights  by 
the  International  Monetary  Fund,  the  world  will  be  assured  of  an  adequate 
supply  of  reserves  without  the  necessity  of  depending  on  continued  U.S.  deficits. 
The  time  has  come,  therefore,  when  it  is  necessary  and  desirable  to  take  decisive 
measures  to  eliminate  the  payments  deficit.  That  will  be  done  through  the  Action 
Program. 

The  second  question  often  raised  in  connection  with  the  President’s  new  bal- 
ance of  payments  program  is  why  were  measures  selected  that  were  restrictive 
of  spending  abroad  in  the  private  sector — business  and  direct  investment,  bank- 
ing and  tourism — instead  of  reducing  Government  expenditures  overseas? 

The  answer  is  twofold.  For  some  years  the  Government  has  conducted  a 
rigorous  program  to  reduce  and  neutralize  the  balance  of  payments  costs  of  its 
overseas  expenditures  resulting  in  the  saving  of  billions  of  dollars  of  foreign 
exchange.  Government  spending  abroad  consists  primarily  of  military  expendi- 
tures resulting  from  the  positioning  of  our  military  forces  beyond  our  borders 
in  the  interest  of  maintaining  our  security  and  that  of  our  allies  in  Europe  and 
the  Far  East,  and  foreign  aid  provided  to  certain  of  the  less  developed  countries 
directly  or  in  association  with  other  financially  powerful  nations  in  international 
organizations  such  as  the  World  Bank,  the  Inter-American  Development  Bank 
and  the  Asian  Development  Bank. 

In  the  field  of  military  expenditures  a very  stringent  program,  developed  and 
rigorously  executed  by  the  Defense  Department  under  the  leadership  of  Secretary 
McNamara,  has  saved  billions  of  dollars  in  foreign  exchange  costs  of  our  military 
expenditures  abroad.  I invite  any  who  raise  the  question  as  to  what  the  Govern- 
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ment  is  doing  to  hold  down  the  balance  of  payments  consequences  of  its  own 
expenditures  abroad  to  secure  a copy  and  read  carefully  a 26-page  report  re- 
leased last  week  by  the  Department  of  Defense.  That  report  reviewed  the  most 
intensive  program  being  executed  by  that  Department  in  a variety  of  measures 
to  reduce  the  balance  of  payments  impact  of  maintaining  our  security  abroad. 

For  a few  examples — actual  numbers  of  military  personnel  deployed  abroad 
have  been  reduced  to  the  degree  consistent  with  our  security  commitments  to  our 
allies. 

Military  strength  levels  in  Western  Europe  have  been  reduced  by  67,000  since 
the  peak  of  the  Berlin  buildup  in  March  1962,  and  there  will  be  an  additional 
reduction  of  35,000  in  1968  resulting  from  arrangements  made  last  year  on  a new 
force  rotation  principle. 

There  has  been  a continuing  effort  to  encourage  participation  by  military  per- 
sonnel stationed  in  foreign  countries  in  voluntary  programs  designed  to  channel 
available  disposable  income  back  to  the  United  States — premiums  on  savings 
returned  home,  the  use  of  military  payments  certificates  in  Vietnam  and,  more 
recently,  the  establishment  of  a rest  and  recuperation  program  in  Hawaii  for 
military  personnel  serving  in  South  Vietnam  are  examples. 

Actions  taken  to  reduce  the  number  of  foreign  nationals  employed  in  connec- 
tion with  military  operations  abroad  has  resulted  in  substantial  reduction  of 
this  category  of  foreign  exchange  cost  in  all  areas  except  Southeast  Asia. 

Expenditure  for  material,  supplies  and  services  and  major  equipment  from 
U.S.  sources  rather  than  off  shore  has  received  very  great  emphasis.  The  De- 
fense Department  is  also  attempting  to  achieve  maximum  feasible  use  of  U.S.- 
owned  excess  currencies  and  barter  arrangements  as  a means  of  conserving 
defense  dollar  expenditures  entering  into  the  balance  of  payments. 

A program  to  conduct  sales  of  U.S.-type  military  equipment  to  our  allies  to 
further  the  practice  of  cooperative  logistics  and  standardization  of  equipment 
and  reduce  costs  to  our  allies  and  to  ourselves  has  had  the  result  of  offsetting,  at 
least  partially,  the  unfavorable  payments  impact  of  our  deployments  abroad  In 
the  interest  of  collective  defense.  Receipts  from  these  sales  have  increased  from 
an  annual  rate  of  $300  million  a year  in  fiscal  1961  to  close  to  $1.6  billion  In 
fiscal  1967. 

The  reduction  of  the  foreign  exchange  impact  of  foreign  aid  by  tying  it  to 
the  purchase  of  U.S.  goods  and  services — a program  inaugurated  in  the  latter 
part  of  the  Eisenhower  Administration — has  been  rigorously  pursued.  Whereas 
In  1959  only  40  percent  of  our  bilateral  aid  dollars  were  being  spent  on  U.S. 
goods  and  services,  tying  procedures  have  been  continually  strengthened  so  that 
the  percentage  has  been  increased  to  nearly  ninety  percent.  Recognizing  that 
tying  procurement  to  U.S.  sources  may  not  itself  be  enough  to  reduce  to  the 
extent  necessary  the  impact  of  the  aid  program  on  the  balance  of  payments  if 
the  purchases  made  with  the  funds  merely  substitute  aid  exports  for  com- 
mercial exports,  special  efforts  are  being  made  to  insure  that  aid  financed  exports 
will  be  “additional.” 

But  the  President’s  new  balance  of  payments  program  did  not  stop  with 
pointing  to  past  and  current  efforts  to  reduce  the  impact  of  Government  ex- 
penditures abroad  on  our  balance  of  payments.  In  speaking  of  these  efforts 
he  said : “I  am  convinced  that  much  more  can  be  done.  I believe  we  should  set 
as  our  target  avoiding  a drain  of  another  $500  million  on  our  balance  of 
payments.” 

To  achieve  this  objective,  he  took  three  steps — directing  the  Secretaries  of 
State,  Treasury,  and  Defense  to  initiate  prompt  negotiations  with  our  allies  to 
minimize  further  the  foreign  exchange  costs  of  stationing  our  troops  within 
their  borders,  instructing  the  Director  of  the  Budget  to  find  ways  of  reducing 
the  number  of  Government  civilian  employees  working  overseas,  and  instructing 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  find  ways  to  reduce  further  the  foreign  exchange 
impact  of  personal  spending  by  U.S.  forces  and  their  dependents  in  Europe. 

Of  course,  there  are  those  who  would  argue  that  Government  expenditures 
overseas  should  be  further  reduced  by  bringing  our  forces  back  to  the  United 
States  into  a kind  of  “fortress  America.”  To  this  contention  the  answer  is  clear. 
In  the  words  of  the  President:  “We  cannot  forego  our  essential  commitments 
abroad,  on  which  America’s  security  and  survival  depend.” 

When  a family  hM  a cash  stringency  because  there  is  more  outgo  than  there 
is  income  and  it  has  to  cut  down  on,  spending  and/or  try  to  increase  its  earnings, 
I believe  the  head  of  that  family  would  make  a very  poor  choice  of  means  if 
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he  decided  to  cancel  the  insurance  policies  on  which  family  security  was  based. 

The  third  question  asked  about  the  President’s  new  balance  of  payments  pro- 
gram is — won’t  the  reduction  of  outflow  of  dollars  from  the  United  States  or 
flow^back  of  dollars  to  the  United  States  cause  a sharp  deflation  in  the  remainder 
of  the  world? 

Again,  the  answer  is  in  two  parts.  First,  the  monetary  and  fiscal  authorities 
in  other  countries  can  take  domestic  measures  to  provide  additional  money  and 
credit  in  their  own  currencies  for  the  dollars  that  no  longer  come  or  the  dollars 
that  go  home  by  adopting  more  expansionary  monetary  and  fiscal  policies. 

Second,  the  early  availability  of  additional  monetary  reserves  to  the  world’s 
total  in  the  form  of  Special  Drawing  Eights  In  the  International  Monetary  Fund 
through  a new  facility  now  being  provided  by  the  collective  action  of  the  106 
member  countries  in  that  organization  should  remove  the  concern  that  the  elimi- 
nation of  the  U.S.  deficit  will  endanger  a healthy  growth  in  the  monetary  re- 
serves of  the  rest  of  the  world.  In  past  years  there  have  been  fears  that  more 
intensive  action  to  eliminate  the  deficits  in  our  balance  of  payments  which  have 
characterized  past  years  and  added  to  the  reserves  of  other  nations  at  a time 
when  little,  if  any,  newly  mined  gold  was  toeing  added  to  world  monetary  re- 
serves would  cause  a worldwide  recession  as  a scramble  by  countries  for  re- 
serves resulted  in  “beggar  thy  neighbor”  policies,  sharp  deflation  or  escalating 
international  interest  rates.  Now  the  risks  of  cutting  our  deficit  too  much  are 
negligible. 

Last  September  at  the  Annual  Meeting  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund  in 
Brazil  the  Governors  representing  the  106  member  countries  unanimously  ap- 
proved a resolution  directing  the  submission  to  Governments  by  March  31,  1968, 
of  the  first  major  amendment  to  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  IMF  since  the 
original  Agreement  at  Bretton  Woods  in  1944.  This  amendment,  the  product  of  2 
years  of  intensive  negotiations  inaugurated  in  July  1965  at  the  initiative  of  our 
President,  would  provide  a facility  for  the  deliberate  creation  of  additional  mone- 
tary reserves  supplementary  to  gold  and  the  reserve  currencies  such  as  dollars  in 
the  form  of  “Special  Drawing  Eights.”  These  Eights  would  be  distributed  to  the 
central  banka  of  the  106  member  countries  in  accordance  with  their  percentage 
quotas  in  the  Fund.  They  could  be  used  for  an  unconditional  call  on  the  currencies 
of  other  countries  in  accordance  with  procedures  set  forth  in  an  extensive  “Out- 
line of  a Plan”  which  was  approved  as  a basis  for  the  amendment. 

When  operational— rthis  new  facility  will  supply  additional  liquidity  to  the 
world  in  amounts  needed  to  accommodate  an  increasing  volume  of  trade  and 
capital  movements.  The  international  monetary  system  would  no  longer  depend 
for  additional  reserves  on  newly  mined  gold  excess  to  increasing  industrial  and 
decorative  use  and  sporadic  speculative  demand  and  additions  to  the  holdings 
of  dollars  in  official  reserves  of  other  countries  resulting  from  variable  deficits 
in  U.S.  balance  of  payments. 

In  the  words  of  the  President,  as  our  movement  toward  balance  curbs  the  flow 
of  dollars  into  international  reserves,  “it  will  therefore  be  vital  to  speed  up  plans 
for  the  creation  of  new  reserves— the  Special  Drawing  Eights — in  the  Interna- 
tional Monetary  Fund.  These  new  reserves  will  be  a welcome  companion  to  gold 
and  dollars,  and  will  strengthen  the  gold  exchange  standard.” 

I have  discussed  the  three  questions  most  often  raised  about  the  President’s 
new  balance  of  payments  program.  Sometimes  those  who  have  not  studied  the 
President’s  statement  carefully  ask  a fourth  question — why  does  the  program 
try  to  restrict  certain  outflows  instead  of  tackling  the  more  fundamental  proiblem 
of  handling  our  internal  economy  so  as  to  avoid  the  inflation  that  is  the  root  cause 
of  the  problem? 

The  answer  is  that  the  President’s  balance  of  payments  program  incorporates 
in  very  specific  terms  measures  for  tackling  this  fundamental  problem.  Indeed, 
he  labels  them  in  his  Message  as  “the  first  order  of  business”  and  uses  the  word 
“urgent”  in  describing  them  saying : “No  business  before  the  returning  Congress 
will  be  more  urgent  than  this : to  enact  the  anti-inflation  tax  which  I have  sought 
for  almost  a year.  Coupled  with  our  expenditure  controls  and  appropriate  mone- 
tary policy,  this  will  help  to  stem  the  inflationary  pressures  which  now  threaten 
our  eoonomdc  prosperity  and  our  trade  surplus.” 

In  addition,  the  President  directed  his  Cabinet  officers  to  work  with  leaders 
of  business  and  labor  “to  make  more  effective  our  voluntary  program  of  wage- 
price  restaint  ‘and’  prevent  our  exports  from  being  reduced  or  our  imports 
increased  by  crippling  work  stoppages  in  the  year  ahead.” 
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TMs  brings  us  in  a natural  transition  to  a concern  for  the  strength  and  sta- 
bility of  the  U.S.  economy  which  is  the  first  line  of  defense  of  the  dollar. 

To  sustain  the  kind  of  economy  that  has  given  us  nearly  seven  years  of 
continuous  growth,  we  have  urgent  business  before  us. 

We  need  a tax  increase,  and  we  need  it  now. 

President  Johnson  last  August  requested  a temporary,  10-percent  surcharge. 
He  did  this  in  the  face  of  a dangerous  deficit,  rising  interest  rates  and  the  threat 
of  unacceptable  inflationary  pressures. 

■Since  that  time  a consensus  in  favor  of  a tax  increase  has  emerged  among  re- 
sponsible leaders  throughout  the  country,  including  many  of  you  here  today.  It 
takes  a sense  of  true  responsibility  for  an  industrialist,  who  is  responsible  to  his 
stockholders,  to  recommend  greater  taxes. 

The  labor  leader,  elected  by  the  members  of  his  union  to  represent  their  best 
interest,  must  show  a similar  sense  of  wise  fortitude. 

The  professional  economist,  who  is  paid  to  be  right  more  often  than  he  is 
wrong,  evaluates  the  economic  climate  most  carefully  before  he  goes  down  the 
line  for  a tax  increase. 

And  the  responsible  journalist  and  business  writer,  whose  views  often  mold 
the  public  thinking  on  Important  questions  affecting  the  economic  course  of  our 
daily  lives,  must  he  doubly  cautious  about  what  he  commits  to  paper. 

In  a way,  all  of  these  have  as  much  to  lose  from  making  wrong  judgment  on 
this  question  as  a member  of  Congress. 

But — to  get  the  action  that  counts  we  need  to  add  to  the  singular  near  unanimity 
among  many  of  the  Nation’s  foremost  businessmen  and  labor  leaders,  economists, 
industrialists,  bankers  and  financial  leaders  who  have  recommended  a tax  in- 
crease— the  votes  of  the  majority  of  the  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  the  Senate. 

A failure  to  take  this  tax  action  promptly  will  risk  a declining  trade  surplus. 
This  trade  surplus  is  the  mainstay  of  our  balance  of  payments  position.  It  can 
rapidly  decline — as  it  did  in  late  1965  and  1966 — when  a floodtide  of  imports  was 
induced  by  an  economy  running  at  a very  high  rate  of  speed.  When  oiu:  rate  of 
economic  growth  in  money  terms  expands  at  a rate  of  8 or  9 percent,  there  is  an 
Increasing  propensity  to  import.  In  that  situation,  imports  occupy  an  increasing 
percentage  of  our  gross  national  product  and  our  trade  surplus  evaporates.  We 
cannot  afford  to  let  that  happen,  canceling  our  savings  effected  by  the  direct  meas- 
ures in  the  President’s  program. 

A failure  to  take  this  tax  action  promptly  and  decisively  will  cause  strain,  ten- 
sion and  a scramble  in  our  domestic  credit  markets,  endangering  the  housing 
industry  and  the  satisfaction  of  credit  needs  of  States  and  local  government  and 
small  business  on  reasonable  terms. 

A failure  to  take  this  tax  action  promptly  will  give  rise  to  doubt  at  home  and 
abroad  on  the  health  of  the  dollar — and  the  will  and  capacity  of  the  American 
Government  and  people  to  protect  it  from  the  internal  danger  of  an  inflation  which 
is  accompanied  by  a wage-price  spiral. 

Let  me  be  clear;  The  ’Number  One  domestic  and  international  legislative  ob- 
jective of  this  Administration  remains  passage  of  this  badly  needed  tax  surcharge. 

I ask  you  to  give  your  help  in  support  of  this  measure. 

This  brings  us  to  the  la^  of  the  three  programs  being  launched  this  January 
to  sti'engthen  the  dollar — your  principal  business  of  the  day  and,  I hope,  an 
important  part  of  your  business  for  the  year — promoting  the  sale  of  U.S.  savings 
bonds. 

Buying  and  holding  U.S.  savings  bonds  are  actions  more  important  to  our 
nation’s  economic  stability  today  than  ever  before.  These  bonds  not  only  support 
our  fighting  men  in  Vietnam  and  our  commitment  to  the  defense  of  freedom 
throughout  the  world,  but  they  strengthen  the  dollar  by  strengthening  our  econ- 
omy at  home  and  guarding  against  the  forces  of  inflation. 

In  the  days  and  months  to  come,  all  of  us — in  Government,  in  banking  and 
finance,  in  industiT  and  commerce — must  share  an  extra  burden  of  responsibility 
in  maintaining  a steady  economic  footing  while  we  continue  to  move  ahead. 

Now,  more  than  ever  before,  it  is  essential  that  we  finance  our  debt  in  the 
soundest  possible  way ; that  we  do  all  we  can  to  place  more  of  the  debt  in  the 
hands  of  savers.  You  well  know  that  participation  in  the  Savings  Bonds  Program 
is  a measurable  and  effective  means  of  accomplishing  both  these  objectives,  be- 
cause .you  have  done  an  outstanding  and  admirable  sales  job. 

I am  convinced  our  program  can  be  expanded.  We  have  good  “products.”  Sav- 
ings bonds  are  an  attractive  investment.  To  be  sure,  higher  rates  are  available 
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in  today’s  markets  than  the  4.15  percent  rate  of  interest  on  our  savings  bonds. 
But  our  bonds  do  have  advantages,  namely,  safety,  convenience,  liquidity,  and 
certain  tax  benefits  in  terms  of  deferred  income  as  well  as  exemption  from  State 
and  local  income  taxation.  Similarly,  our  newer  “Freedom  Shares”  with  a 4.74 
percent  rate  of  interest  are  vei-y  attractive  and  worthwhile  investments  too. 

In  closing  let  me  express  a debt  of  gratitude  from  Treasury  to  you  who  are 
doing  so  much  in  the  promotion  of  the  sale  O'f  savings  bonds.  Tlie  growing  stock- 
pile of  savings  bonds  assists  the  Treasury  materially  in  managing  the  nation’s 
finances — maintaining  a stable  economy  at  home,  and  a strong  economic  position 
Internationally,  to  back  our  stand  for  freedom  in  Vietnam  and  elsewhere  in  the 
world. 

The  fact  that  so  many  Americans  participate  in  the  regular  purchase  of 
savings  bonds  is  irrefutable  and  inspiring  evidence  of  the  effective  energies  and 
talents  that  you  leaders  of  business,  labor  and  finance  have  put  into  our  programs 
to  promote  the  buying  and  holding  of  these  bonds.  This  has  been  a primary  fac- 
tor throughout  the  nearly  27  years  that  the  Savings  Bonds  Program  has  been  in 
effect. 

In  promoting  savings  bonds,  you  have  contributed — as  you  will  be  contributing 
again  this  year — not  only  to  the  nation’s  economic  defense,  and  hence  its  military 
strength,  but,  in  addition,  to  its'  spiritual  well-being. 

Many  of  you  have  come  long  distanoes  to  meet  with  us — and  to  share  your 
thinking  and  planning  with  ours — in  launching  our  new  campaign  for  1968,  in 
which  we  seek  to  sign  up  2 million  Americans  as  new  savers  or  for  increased  pay- 
roll savings.  Your  attendance  speaks  volumes  and  your  expi'essionsi  of  determi- 
nation to  exceed  the  goal  of  the  1967  committee  are  most  gratifying. 

In  a certain  sense,  you  are  our  customers  and  some  of  you  are  perhaps  being 
sold  for  the  first  time  on  the  built-in  advantages  of  the  payroll  savings  plan  that 
may  be  enjoyed  by  your  employees  and  the  good  will  that  can  accrue  to  your 
management  as  sponsor. 

If  you  do  not  already  know  these  advantages,  they  are  spelled  out  for  you  con- 
vincingly on  the  pages  of  Chairman  Gwinn’s  campaign  brochure.  But — more  than 
customers  and  believers  and  volunteers — ^you  are  builders  of  national  unity, 
domestic  security  and  international  stability. 


Exhibit  37. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler,  February  5,  1968,  before  the  House 

Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  on  certain  legislative  aspects  of  the 

President’s  balance  of  payments  program 

In  1967,  the  deficit  in  our  international  balance  of  payments  increased  sub- 
stantially to  reach  an  intolerable  level.  On  January  1,  the  President,  in  a message 
to  the  Nation,  announced  an  action  program  ^ to  bring  our  balance  of  payments 
to — or  close  to — ^equilibrium,  stating  the  need  for  action  is  a national  and  inter- 
national responsibility  of  the  highest  priority.  I would  ask  that  his  Message  be 
made  a part  of  the  record. 

Shortly  thereafter,  I released  a Treasury  Department  Report  “ entitled  “Main- 
taining the  Strength  of  the  United  States  Dollar  in  a Strong  Free  World  Econ- 
omy.” This  document  describes  in  detail  the  background  and  reasons  for  the  Ac- 
tion Program  announced  by  the  President  It  describes  what  we  have  done  to 
date,  and  what  we  propose  to  do,  both  over  the  short  and  the  long  term.  I have 
asked  that  copies  of  this  report  be  made  available  this  morning  to  each  member 
of  the  Committee,  because  there  may  be  occasions  to  make  reference  tO'  it. 

We  welcome  this  early  opportunity  to  appear  before  yO'U  to  review  in  general 
terms  the  balance  of  'payments  program  as  a background  for  some  important  legis- 
lative program  decisions  within  the  purview  of  this  Committee  that  call  for  early 
action.  The  areas  of  particular  legislative  concern  to  this  Committee  relate  to 
improving  our  trade  surplus  as  the  mainstay  of  our  balance  of  payments  situa- 
tion, both  short-term  and  long-term,  and  action  to  deal  with  our  so-called  travel 
deficit,  which  is  one  of  the  sources  of  increasing  weakness  in  our  balance  of  pay- 
ments situation.  I shall  discuss  both  the  trade  surplus  and  the  travel  deficit  and 
measures  to  deal  with  them.  Ambassador  Roth,  the  President’s  Special  Represent- 
ative on  Trade  Negotiations,  is  here  to  present  a statement  for  the  information 


* See  exhibit  12. 
“'See  exhibit  5A 
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of  the  committee  j concerning  a particular  aspect  of  the  trade  problem  which  is 
dealt  with  specifically  in  the  President’s  January  Message  under  the  heading, 
“Nontai-iff  Barriers.” 

I.  THE  BALANCE  OP  PAYMENTS  PROBLEM— WHAT  IT  IS  AND  HOAV 

TO  RESOLVE  IT 

Before  I go  into  detail  concerning  the  areas  with  which  this  Committee  is 
directly  concerned,  it  will  be  useful  to  discuss  the  broad  question  of  the  U.S.  bal- 
ance of  payments  problem  and  our  strategy — both  the  short-  and  long-term — to 
deal  with  it.  In  essence,  I raise  here,  and  attempt  to  answer,  five  questions  : 

— Why  is  there  a problem  with  our  balance  of  payments  ? 

— Why  do  w'e  have  to  take  such  drastic  action  now? 

— What  are  our  long-term  prospects? 

— What  will  be  the  world  impact  of  the  present  program  ? 

— How  will  the  rest  of  the  world  respond  to  it  ? 

The  balance  of  payments  problem 

Even  today,  many  of  our  citizens  are  not  fully  aware  of  the  urgent  necessity  of 
restoring  a balance  in  our  international  payments.  The  U.S.  economy  is  strong 
and  prosperous.  Foreign  transactions  of  the  United  States,  while  very  large 
in  terms  of  the  international  economy,  are  small  relative  to  our  total  production, 
consumption,  and'  Investment — relatively  smaller  than  for  almost  any  other 
country.  Why  should  the  United  States,  or  the  world,  be  disturbed  about  a balance 
of  payments  deficit  that  is  only  a fraction  of  one  percent  of  our  output  of  goods 
and  services? 

Despite  the  magnitude  of  our  domestic  economy,  the  foreign  transactions  of 
the  United  States  are  Important  to  our  economic  well-being  and  indispensable  to 
the  free  world.  Imports  of  foodstuffs,  raw  material,  and  finished  goods  are  essen- 
tial for  our  production  and  our  high  standard  of  living.  The  overseas  expendi- 
tures of  the  U.S.  Government  for  foreign  aid  and  defense  are  vital  to  our  objec- 
tives of  world  peace  and  security.  U.S.  private  foreign  investment  is  profitable 
to  our  banking  and  business  institutions  and  important  for  economic  growth  and 
development  in  many  other  countries.  And  travel  enhances  international  under- 
standing. 

The  cost  of  imports,  travel  abroad,  security  and  aid  expenditures  overseas, 
and  foreign  investment  must  be  paid  for  by  exports  of  goods  and  services,  the 
earnings  of  our  foreign  loans  and  investments,  travel  and  investment  by  foreigners 
in  the  United  States  and  other  foreign  exchange  receipts. 

In  1966  our  total  international  payments  amounted  to  $49  billion,  while  our 
foreign  receipts  were  nearly  $48  billion.  Tbe  resulting  deficit  in  our  balance  of 
payments  amounted  to  $1.4  billion.  This  increased  to  more  than  $3.5  billion  last 
year. 

When  our  total  foreign  payments  are  more  than  our  foreign  receipts,  some,  or 
all,  of  the  excess  dollars  received  by  foreigners  are  sold  to  their  central  banks, 
which  can  use  them  in  a variety  of  ways — including  holding  them  as  reserves  or 
buying  gold  from  the  United  States.  The  result  tends  to  be  a deterioration  in  the 
liquidity  position  of  the  United  'States,  as  the  ratio  of  its  reserve  assets  (e.g., 
gold)  declines  relative  'to  its  liquid  liabilities  (e.g.,  dollars  held  by  foreigners). 

The  United  States  is  the  major  international  banking  center  holding  large 
deposits  both  for  monetary  authorities  and  for  private  banks,  corporations  and 
individuals.  The  dollar  functions  as  the  principal  international  currency.  Its 
liquidity  position  must  remain  strong,  like  that  of  any  bank,  to  retain  the  confi- 
dence of  its  depositors. 

The  U.S.  deficit  was  welcome  when  it  first  developed  in  the  early  postwar 
years.  Then,  as  now,  the  deficit  consisted  of  capital  outflows — both  public  and 
private — tliat  exceeded  the  U.S.  surplus  on  goods  and  services.  It  supplied  re- 
serves to  foreign  cO'untries — principally  European — which  had  drawn  them  down 
to  finance  the  war  and  postwar  reconstruction.  More  'basically,  the  U.S.  capitajl 
flow  to  Europe  contributed  to  the  European  economic  miracle  and  the  smooth 
transition  to  European  economic  unity. 

In  the  late  I950’s,  however,  U.S.  deficits  began  to  become  a source  for  concern. 
Not  only  did  the  size  of  the  deficits  rise,  but  they  were  financed  more  by  sales 
of  gold  and  less  by  foreign  accumulation  of  dollars  than  in  prior  years.  Some 
foreign  central  banks  had  what  they  considered  to  be  adequate  supplies  of 
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dollars  in  their  reserves.  Many  countries,  howeiver,  still  had  small  reserves  and 
were  still  eager  to  add  to  their  dollar  reserves.  Thus,  there  was  still  no  high 
urgency  aJbout  restoring  balance  to  our  international  accounts.  Nevertheless, 
President  Eisenhower  instructed  the  Department  of  Defense  and  other  Govern- 
ment agencies  to  economize  on  their  foreign  exchange  expenditures.  With  3 
years  of  large  deficits  culminating  in  a speculative  outbreak  in  the  London  gold 
market  in  October  1960,  new  measures  were  called  for.  President  Kennedy  pro- 
posed measures  to  increase  exports  and  other  receipts,  intensified  efforts  to  cut 
Government  balance  of  payments  costs  and  later  introduced  the  Interest  Equali- 
zation Tax  to  hold  down  U.S.  purchases  of  foreign  securities.  A sharp  rise  in 
U.S.  capital  outflows  in  1964  made  it  necessary  for  President  Johnson  to  intro- 
duce a voluntary  program  for  holding  down  direct  investment  and  bank  loans 
abroad. 

The  rationale  behind  these  measures  was  as  follows : 

— First,  while  the  rising  outflow  of  U.S.  capital  was  moderated,  U.S.  inter- 
naltional  balance  would  be  restored  by  the  growth  of  the  U.S.  surplus  on  non- 
capital transactions. 

— Second,  modestly  restraining  the  increase  in  U.S.  foreign  investments,  par- 
ticularly those  in  Western  Europe,  would  have  only  a small  effect  on  world 
economic  growth — ^in  sharp  contrast  to  other  alternatives — ^^and  would  yield 
satisfactory  balance  of  payments  results  over  time. 

From  the  1958-60  period  to  1965,  we  made  good  progress  in  reducing  our  pay- 
ments deficit  because  of  the  growth  of  our  exports  of  goods  and  services  relative 
to  our  imports,  because  of  the  rise  in  earnings  from  our  foreign  investments, 
and  because  of  the  reduction  in  capital  outflow  in  1965. 

In  1965  and  1966,  we  reduced  our  liquidity  deficit  by  almost  two-thirds  from 
the  average  deficits  of  1958-60  and  one-half  from  the  average  of  1961-64.  As  this 
period  progressed,  however,  the  accelerated  expansion  of  the  U.S.  economy  and 
the  war  in  Vietnam  placed  renewed  pressure  on  the  balance  of  payments.  The 
boom  resulted  in  an  extraordinary  increase  in  imports.  The  costs  of  our  forces  in 
Vietnam  added  substanltially  to  our  foreign  payments. 

Despite  this  the  dollar  was  strong.  After  France  ceased  in  October  1966  its 
regular  monthly  purchases  of  gold  initiated  early  in  1965  to  absorb  the  dollar 
surpluses  it  had  accumulated,  the  drain  on  the  U.S.  gold  supply  dried  up  to  a 
trickle. 

There  was  retrogression  in  the  first  three-quarters  of  1967  because  the  foreign 
exchange  costs  of  Vietnam  rose  further,  private  capital  outflow  increased,  net 
tourist  expenditures  rose,  and  the  European  economic  slowdown  reduced  European 
Imports — and  our  exports. 

The  devaluation  of  sterling  in  November  1967,  brought  the  international 
monetary  situation  and  our  balance  of  payments  problem  to  an  acute  Stage. 
The  British  move  resulted  in  a weakening  of  confidence  in  currencies  and  was 
accompanied  by  a burst  of  speculative  buying  of  gold  and  a resulting  large  loss 
of  U.S.  gold  reserves  in  Novemiber  and  December.  This  was  a threat  not  only 
to  the  dollar  but  also  to  the  intemational  monetary  system  as  a whole. 

While  the  speculation  was  repulsed  with  the  cooperation  of  most  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  gold  pool,  it  underlined  the  urgency  of  placing  the  dollar  once  more 
in  an  impregnable  position.  The  time  had  come  when  it  was  necessary  and 
desirable  to  take  new  and  decisive  measures  to  move  the  United  States  payments 
position  strongly  toward  balance. 

What  was  the  best  way  to  achieve  this?  Depressing  the  American  economy  is 
as  unacceptable  a solution  to  our  imbalance  of  payments  to  most  other  nations 
of  the  world  as  it  is  to  the  United  States.  The  United  States  occupies  a unique 
role  in  the  world  economy.  It  is  by  far  the  largest  exporting  and  importing  coun- 
try. It  is  the  principal  source  of  intemational  capital.  It  is  the  largest  donor 
of  aid.  Military  forces  stationed  abroad  are  indispensable  to  the  security  of 
many  countries — including  the  United  States.  For  all  these  reasons,  the  entire 
world  is  affected  by  the  U.iS.  economy  and  the  U.'S.  balance  of  payments.  The 
volume  of  international  trade,  the  prices  of  basic  commodities,  the  cost  of  money, 
and  even  the  level  of  production  and  employment  abroad  respond  to  the  U.S. 
economy.  The  United  States  must  seek  a solution  to  the  payments  imbalance 
through  the  expansion  of  the  world  economy,  rather  than  the  severe  contraction 
of  its  o wn.  and,  consequently,  the  world  economy. 

The  action  program  announced  by  President  Johnson  on  January  1 avoids 
deflation,  while  underlining  the  urgent  need  for  prompt  enactment  of  an  auti- 
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inflationai'y  tax  iacrease,  along  with  proper  control  of  public  expenditures,  appro- 
priate monetary  policy,  re^onsi'ble  wage  and  price  decisions  on  the  part  of 
business  and  labor,  and  other  measures  to  increase  our  export  suiplus  and  avoid 
any  deterioration  through  excessive  growth  accompanied  by  inflationary  trends 
that  will  weaken  the  United  ‘States  competitive  position  in  world  markets. 

Because  the  need  to  cut  the  U.S.  payments  deficit  is  urgent,  the  program  also 
includes  new  and  stringent  temporary  restraints  on  outflows  of  U.S.  private 
capital.  We  are  here  today  to  recommend  a program  to  curtail,  temporarily  but 
sharply,  the  amount  of  foreign  travel  expenditures  by  Americans.  Indeed,  it  is 
upon  these  uncongenial  measures  that  we  must  rely  for  the  largest  immediate 
eflfects.  These  measures  are  taken  reluctantly  as  an  emergency  matter.  How 
soon  they  can  be  relaxed  will  depend  greatly  upon  our  own  efforts  to  increase 
our  trade  surplus,  reduce  or  neutralize  Government  expenditures  abroad,  and 
encourage  foreign  travel  and  investment  in  the  United  States. 

International  monetary  system 

It  is  the  relationship  of  the  U.S.  dollar  and  the  U.S.  payments  position  to  the 
international  monetary  system  that  makes  this  program  both  a national  and 
international  responsibility. 

The  international  monetary  system  requires  adequate  monetary  reserves  to 
enable  countries  toi  meet  payments  deflcits  while  they  take  measures  to  adjust 
their  balance  of  payments.  The  monetary  reserves  of  the  world  consist  mainly 
of  gold,  U.S.  dollars,  and  Other  currencies.  As  world  trade  and  payments  grow, 
the  need  for  additional  monetary  reserves  also  grows.  Since  1950,  less  than  half 
of  the  increase  in  monetary  reserves  has  been  in  the  form  of  gold.  More  than 
half  of  the  increase  has  been  in  'the  form  of  U.S.  dollars  acquired  by  the  central 
banks  of  other  countries.  Without  the  growth  of  dollar  reserves,  the  growth  of 
world  trade  and  payments  would  have  been  severely  restricted  and  the  world 
economy  might  have  been  subjected  to  serious  deflationary  pressures  and 
instability. 

In  actual  fact,  the  international  monetary  system  has  worked  well.  This 
is  evident  from  the  enormous  expansion  of  world  trade  from  $55  billion  in  1950 
to  about  $200  billion  in  1967.  The  expansion  of  trade  and  payments  and  the 
stability  of  the  international  monetary  system  have  been  buttressed  not  only 
by  growth  of  reserves  but  also  by  enlargements  of  international  credit  facilities. 
The  resources  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund  were  increased  in  two  steps 
from  over  $9  billion  in  1958  to  $21  billion  at  present.  A network  of  reciprocal 
currency  agreements  was  established  by  the  central  banks  of  the  large  financial 
centers  for  swaps  of  each  other’s  currency;  the  United  States  has  such  swap 
arrangements  totaling  $7.1  billion  with  14  central  banks  and  the  Bank  for 
International  Settlements.  In  order  to  help  maintain  confidence  in  the  equivalence 
of  gold  and  currencies  at  stable  values,  a number  of  countries  formed  a gold 
pool  to  maintain  the  orderly  character  of  the  london  gold  market. 

These  various  measures  helped  the  international  monetary  system  to  function 
effectively.  Even  so,  it  became  evident  that  a more  basic  reform  was  necessary. 
The  world  •can  no  longer  depend  entirely  upon  increases  in  gold  and  dollars  to 
provide  an  assured  and  satisfactory  growth  of  monetary  reserves.  The  amount 
of  newly  mined  gold  available  will  not  provide  for  an  adequate  Increase  in 
world  reserves.  And  it  is  not  desirable  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  United  States 
or  the  rest  of  the  world  that  the  growth  of  U.S.  liabilities,  in  the  form  of  dollar 
reserves  abroad,  should  continue  as  in  the  past.  A steady  increase  in  U.S. 
liabilities,  while  its  reserves  decline,  exposes  the  international  monetary  system 
to  the  threat  of  instability. 

The  Rio  resolution  for  the  creation  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  ( SDR)  rep- 
resents a landmark  in  the  evolution  of  an  international  monetary  system  respon- 
sive to  the  needs  of  the  modern  world.  When  this  system  is  in  operation,  the 
growth  of  monetary  reserves  can  be  adequate  without  depending  either  on  the 
uncertainties  of  gold  mining  and  gold  hoarding  or  on  persistent  deficit  in  the 
U.S.  balance  of  payments. 

The  early  availability  of  SDR  removes  one  of  the  concerns  as  to  the  impact 
of  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  program — namely,  a slowing  of  reserve  growth 
and  a consequent  adverse  effect  on  world  trade  and  income.  Early  activation 
of  the  SDR  plan  can  maintain  an  adequate  growth  of  world  reserves  together 
with  restoration  of  U.S.  balance  of  payments  equilibrium. 
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Strategy  for  payments  improvement 

Tlie  key  resources  which  give  the  United  States  the  strength  to  deal  with 
its  underlying  long-range  payments  problem  constructively  and  sensibly  are : 

— ^a  strong  economy  with  a gross  national  product  in  excess  of  $800  billion, 
representing  40  percent-45  percent  of  world  output ; 

— ^a  large  stock  of  foreign  assets  with  powerful  earnings  potential.  Gross 
assets  abroad — public  and  private — total  more  than  $110  billion.  Our  net  long- 
term asset  position — ^approximately  $70  billion — ^has  increased  every  year  for 
20  years.  Private  overseas  assets  alone  now  generate  annual  earnings  of  about 
$6  billion. 

— a basic  trade  surplus,  on  which  we  must  build ; 

— a strong  reserve  position  (nearly  $15  billion,  or  about  20  percent  of  world 
reserves) , even  after  losses  of  the  past  few  years. 

We  can  build  on  these  elements  of  strength  and  move  toward  balance  of  pay- 
ments equilibrium  through  short-  and  long-range  measures  vigorously  imple- 
mented. Furthermore,  the  passage  of  time  will  ameliorate  forces  that  presently 
exacerbate  the  balance  of  payments  deficit  and  hide  the  fundamental  progress 
achieved. 

Ideally,  the  United  States  would  solve  its  balance  of  payments  problem 
through  a gradual,  long-range  approach  in  which  there  was  no  interference  with 
the  free  movement  of  goods  and  services,  capital,  or  people.  Over  the  long  run, 
the  United  States  is,  in  fact,  dedicated  to  just  such  an  approach. 

However,  the  situation  that  confronts  the  United  States  today  requires  prompt 
and  major  corrective  action.  Long-term  measures  alone  that  take  hold  gradually 
over  time  are  not  suflficient. 

The  President’s  Action  Program 

President  Johnson’s  progi-am  is  designed  to  bring  about  a sharp  reduction 
in  the  U.'S.  payments  deficit  in  the  .year  ahead,  bringing  it  into — or  close  to — 
equilibrium.  The  program  consists  of  general  and  specific  measures,  short-  and 
long-range  actions. 

The  first  and  essential  requirement  is  stability  in  the  U.S.  economy.  I will 
deal  with  this  matter  in  more  detail  later  in  this  statement,  along  with  foreign 
travel  and  the  trade  surplus.  Here  I shall  touch  briefly  only  on  three  remaining 
parts  of  the  Action  Program,  not  of  direct  concern  to  this  Committee  : 

1.  Direct  investment. — By  Executive  order  and  regulations  issued  under  the 
Banking  Law,  a mandatory  limit  has  been  placed  on  direct  investment  by 
United  States  companies  in  foreign  affiliates.  The  program,  together  with  its 
accompanying  provisions  on  the  repatriation  of  foreign  earnings,  is  expected 
to  reduce  the  payments  deficit  by  $1  billion  in  1958. 

2.  Banks  and  other  financial  institutions. — Revised  guidelines  have  been  issued 
by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  for  reducing  foreign 
credits  from  U.'S.  banks  and  other  financial  institutions.  The  new  guidelines 
are  designed  to  bring  a net  infiow  of  at  least  $500  million  in  106'8.  The  program 
is  voluntary,  although  the  President  has  given  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  standby 
authority  to  invoke  mandatory  controls. 

3.  Government  expenditures  overseas. — The  commitments  for  aid  and  defense, 
on  which  free  world  security  depends,  necessitate  very  large  expenditures 
abroad.  These  costs  have  risen  sharply  because  of  the  Vietnam  War.  Over  the 
past  3 years,  a stringent  program  has  substantially  reduced  these  foreign  ex- 
change costs.  The  President  has,  nevertheless,  set  a target  of  a further  reduction 
.of  $500  million  in  the  foreign  exchange  impact  of  such  programs  in  1968. 

Negotiations  will  be  initiated  promptly  with  our  allies  in  Europe  and  in  the 
Pacific  to  minimize  the  foreign  exchange  costs  of  our  military  spending  abroad. 
They  can  help,  as  they  have,  by  purchasing  in  the  United  States  more  of  the 
equipment  for  their  defense  needs.  They  can  also  offset  the  adverse  effects  of 
our  military  expenditures  on  the  balance  of  payments  by  investing  part  of  their 
foreign  exchange  receipts  in  long-term  U.S.  securities.  The  Department  of  De- 
fense has  been  instructed  to  find  ways  to  reduce  further  the  foreign  exchange 
impact  of  personal  spending  by  U.S.  forces  and  their  dependents.  The  President 
has  instructed  the  Director  of  the  Budget  to  find  ways  to  reduce  the  number  of 
American  civilians  working  overseas.  AID  has  been  directed  to  reduce  its  foreign 
exchange  costs  by  at  least  $100  million  in  1968. 
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Long-range  aspects  of  the  balance  of  payments  program 

A drastic  reduction  in  our  tialance  of  payments  deficit  is  necessary  to  defend 
the  dollar  and  to  insure  against  a ibreakdown  of  the  international  monetary 
system.  The  action  program  will  achieve  this.  The  program  will  entail  sacrifices 
in  this  country  and  it  may  cause  difficulties  for  some  foreign  countries.  In 
order  to  assure  a fair  sharing  of  these  sacrifices,  the  program  has  been  widely 
spread  over  all  sectors  of  the  U.'S.  economy.  In  order  to  minimize  adverse  effects 
on  the  world  economy,  the  program  distinguishes  among  groups  of  countries  on 
the  basis  of  their  ability  to  absorb  reductions  in  their  foreign  exchange  receipts. 

The  action  program  is  designed  to  deal  with  an  emergency.  We  do  not  regard 
certain  aspects  of  it  as  consistent  with  a long-range  solution  to  our  underlying 
balance  of  payments  problem.  Restrictive  measures  are  temporary.  The  policy 
of  the  United  States  is  to  support  the  unrestricted  international  flow  of  goods, 
services,  and  capital  under  a stable  international  monetary  system  based  on 
fixed  values  for  currencies  defined  in  terms  of  gold  or  the  dollar,  linked  at  $35 
an  ounce.  The  world  economy  can  operate  most  effectively  only  with  a balanced 
pattern  of  International  payments,  achieved  without  restrictions.  The  interna- 
tional monetary  system  can  function  effectively  only  if  monetary  reserves  can 
grow  steadily  at  an  appropriate  rate  without  depending,  as  in  the  past,  on  a 
large  infusion  of  dollar  reserves  derived  from  a payments  deficit  of  this  country. 

An  appropriate  long-range  balance  of  payments  solution  for  the  United  States 
must  be  based  on  a substantial  and  growing  surplus  in  trade  and  services,  in- 
cluding earnings  from  U.'S.  foreign  Investments.  The  present  trade  surplus  is 
too  small.  It  must  be  increased  substantially  through  an  expansion  of  U.S. 
exports.  The  Government  is  taking  measures  to  encourage  exports.  U.S.  pro- 
ducers will  be  able  to  benefit  from  these  measures  only  if  they  strengthen  their 
position  in  world  markets  by  maintaining  competitive  prices  and  costs. 

The  United  States  is  eager — and  working  hard — to  encourage  foreign  direct 
investment  in  this  country  and  investment  in  U.S.  corporate  securities.  Foreign 
companies  whose  products  are  already  familiar  to  U.S.  buyers  would  find  direct 
investment  very  profitable.  We  have  an  enormous  market,  efficient  labor,  and 
easy  access  to  advanced  technology.  The  attractiveness  of  U.S.  corporate  securi- 
ties has  been  enhanced  by  the  Foreign  Investors  Tax  Act  of  1966.  The  benefits 
granted  by  this  legislation,  as  well  as  other  factors,  should  result  in  a moderate 
but  steady  inflow  of  investment  funds  from  abroad. 

Responsibilities  of  our  trading  partners 

The  United  States  recognizes  its  responsibility  for  adjusting  its  own  balance 
of  payments,  and  it  does  not  intend  to  shirk  this  responsibility.  At  the  same  time, 
it  must  be  recognized  that  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  is  part  of  a world  pattern 
of  payments.  The  counterpart  of  the  deficits  of  some  countries  is  the  surpluses 
of  other  countries.  Countries  in  surplus  have  a responsibility  for  adjusting  their 
balances  of  payments  and  thereby  facilitating  the  progress  toward  international 
equilibrium  that  the  U.S.  action  program  makes  possible.  They  can  meet  these 
responsibilities  by  reducing  their  barriers  to  trade,  by  increasing  their  aid  to  less- 
developed  countries,  by  sharing  adequately  in  the  cost  of  common  defense,  by  en- 
couraging capital  outflows,  and  by  maintaining  a satisfactory  pace  of  domestic 
economic  expansion.  As  part  of  this  vital  adjustment  effort,  we  should  be  able 
— indeed,  we  must  find  ways — to  work  constructively  with  our  allies  on  forms  of 
bilateral  and  multilateral  financial  arrangements  designed  to  neutralize  the  for- 
eign exchange  consequences  of  the  locations  of  our  troops  and  those  of  our  allies. 
The  arrangements  should  be  long  term  and  provide  financial  viability  to  our 
alliances. 

The  growth  of  reserves  of  the  rest  of  the  world  will  be  sharply  affected  by  the 
reduction  in  the  U.S.  deficit.  Yet  many  countries  will  wish  to  see  a gradual  in- 
crease in  their  reserves  as  their  international  transactions  expand.  Therefore,  it 
is  important  to  implement  as  speedily  as  possible  the  plan  agreed  in  outline  last 
September  to  create  new  international  reserves  in  the  form  of  Special  Drawing 
Rights  in  the  International  Monetary  Fund. 

II.  TRAVEL  PROPOSALS 

In  his  message  on  New  Year’s  Day  the  President  pointed  out  that  the  travel 
deficit  in  our  balance  of  payments  this  year  will  exceed  $2  billion.  To  reduce  this 
deficit  by  $500  million  he  asked  the  American  people  to  defer  for  the  next  2 years 
all  nonessential  travel  outside  the  Western  Hemisphere.  He  also  asked  me  to 
explore  with  the  appropriate  congressional  committees  legislation  to  help  achieve 
this  objective.  After  some  informal  exchanges  with  the  Chairman  and  ranking 
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Minority  Member  and  a good  deal  of  collaborative  staff  work  by  the  Treasury 
staff  and  the  staff  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation,  I am 
here  to  present  some  proposals  to  this  committee  which,  if  adopted,  will  help 
achieve  this  objective. 

In  addition  to  the  President’s  request  to  forego  nonessential  travel  outside  the 
Western  Hemisphere  for  2 years,  we  will  seek  to  reduce  the  travel  deficit  by  two 
approaches: 

A.  Through  a program  to  increase  the  number  of  travelers  coming  to  the 
United  States.  This  is  the  permanent  part  of  our  program.  It  will  make  possible 
a continued  increase  in  international  travel.  This  is  in  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  and  aii  other  nations ; and 

B.  Through  customs  proposals  and  temporary  tax  measures  that  would  induce 
a reduction  of  United  States  tourist  expenditures  abroad  with  the  least  possible 
Impact  on  the  number  of  travelers.  We  are  also  recommending  an  extension  of 
the  existing  domestic  ticket  tax  to  international  travel.  We  would  hope  that  a 
portion  of  the  revenues  produced  by  this  extension  would  be  made  available  to 
finance  the  promotion  of  foreign  travel  to  the  United  States. 

A.  Measures  to  increase  travel  to  the  United  States 

The  Johnson  and  the  Kennedy  Administrations  have  both  recognized 

— ^that  the  long-term  solution  to  the  travel  deficit  should  not  be  found  through 
restrictive  measures  but  must  be  sought  through  the  expansion  in  the  number  of 
foreign  visitors  to  the  United  States. 

— ^that  the  United  States  has  unique  attractions  which,  when  adequately  pro- 
moted, will  attract  far  larger  numbers  of  foreign  visitors. 

With  these  thoughts  in  mind.  President  Kennedy  in  1961  proposed,  and  Con- 
gress passed,  the  International  Travel  Act  which  established  the  United  States 
Travel  Service.  The  USTS  has  over  the  years  made  a major  contribution  through 
its  promotional  activities  abroad  and  has  acted  as  a catalyst  in  advertising 
and  sales  promotion  cooperation  between  Government  and  industry. 

As  part  of  his  February  1965  balance  of  payments  program.  President  Johnson 
asked  Vice  President  Humphrey  to  form  a Committee  which  would  enlist  the 
continuing  efforts  of  high-level  Government  officials'  to  increase  coordination  of 
activities  affecting  our  travel  receipts. 

Concurrent  with  the  establishment  of  this  Commitee,  “Discover  America, 
Inc.,”  was  formed  as  a private  non-profit  organization  to  bring  the  elements  of  the 
United  States  travel  industry  together  in  an  all-out  effort  to  increase  the  size 
of  the  tourism  market.  This  organization  worked  closely  with  the  Vice  President’s 
Committee  on  Travel. 

As  an  intensification  of  these  efforts.  President  Johnson  on  November  16  an- 
nounced the  appointment  of  an  Industry-Government  Special  Travel  Task  Force 
under  the  chairmanship  of  former  Ambassador  Robert  M.  McKinney.  The  Task 
Force  is  now  hard  at  work  in  developing  a whole  series  of  recommendations  to 
increase  the  fiow  of  foreign  travel  to  the  United  States.  In  particular,  the  ob- 
jectives of  the  Task  Force  are 

■ — ^to  determine  practical  steps  which  can  be  taken  quickly  to  produce  early 
improvement  in  the  travel  sector  of  the  balance  of  payments ; 

— ^to  determine  medium  and  long-term  measures  to  bring  U.S.  travel  expendi- 
tures and  receipts  into  better  balance,  with  recommendations  on  the  necessary 
steps  that  should  be  taken  in  both  the  private  and  Government  sectors  to  ac- 
complish this  abjective ; and 

— ^to  determine  how  best  to  help  foreign  visitors  improve  their  knowledge  and 
understanding  of  the  United  States  and  the  American  people  through  first-hand 
experience,  thus  providing  a new  bridge  of  understanding  through  tourism  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  other  countries. 

To  facilitate  a thorough  investigation  of  the  many  facets  of  the  problem,  the 
Task  Force  has  been  divided  into  12  working  parties — eight  dealing  with  sug- 
gestions geared  toward  private  industry  and  four  concentrating  on  efforts  which 
the  Government  might  contribute.  I am  attaching  as  an  exhibit  a copy  of  the 
release  issued  by  Ambassador  McKinney  at  the  time  of  the  organizational  meet- 
ing of  his  Task  Force  describing  the  personnel  and  terms  of  reference  of  these 
working  parties. 

Ambassador  McKinney  informs  me  that  that  Task  Force  has  received  the  en- 
thusiastic cooperation  of  Federal,  State,  and  local  governments  and  of  private 
industry,  both  foreign  and  domestic. 

Through  the  Task  Force’s  imaginative  recommendations  and  the  concrete  steps 
suggested.  Ambassador  McKinney  feels  confident  that  travel  costs  to  the  United 
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States  will  be  substantially  reduced,  inhibitions  on  travel  removed  and  promotion 
of  the  United  States  as  a tourist  center  more  effectively  achieved. 

These  steps  should  make  a trip  to  the  United  States  economically  and  otherwise 
feasible  to  hundreds  of  thousands  of  potential  visitors  who  have  not,  as  yet,  had 
an  opportunity  to  visit  our  shores. 

Recommendations  from  the  12  working  parties  have  been  completed  and  are 
now  under  review  by  the  parent  Task  Force,  which  will  submit  its  report  to  the 
President  by  February  19. 

Ambassador  McKinney’s  report  will  include  an  action  program  some  elements 
of  which  have  already  gone  into  effect  and  others  of  which  will  go  into  effect 
during  the  next  few  mouths.  We  expect  the  program  to  increase  the  number  of 
travelers  to  the  United  States  and  U.S.  receipts  from  travel.  It  will  have  a sub- 
stantial impact  this  year  and  a growing  impact  in  future  years. 

While  the  long-term  success  of  this  program  to  increase  receipts  from  travel 
to  the  United  States  should  remove  the  necessity  for  making  permanent  the  short- 
term temporary  tax  measures  to  be  proposed,  it  will  take  some  time  for  this 
program  to  be  fully  effective. 

B.  Measures  to  reduce  U.S.  travel  expenditures 

The  benefits  of  foreign  travel  need  no  elaboration  by  me.  The  free  interchange 
of  people  is  a basic  tenet  of  democratic  life  and  an  ingredient  of  an  expanding 
free  world.  But  we  must  be  prepared  In  times  when  our  balance  of  payments 
is  under  the  heavy  pressure  of  war,  and  external  circumstances  require  unusual 
and  temporary  measures  in  other  areas  affecting  our  payments,  to  try  to  hold 
down  the  dollars  we  spend  abroad  in  travel  as  well  as  promoting  increased 
tourism  in  the  United  States — particularly  while  the  latter  program  is  getting 
under  way. 

The  number  of  Americans  traveling  abroad  has  been  expanding  at  a high 
rate.  For  example,  the  number  of  U.S.  travelers  to  Europe  and  the  Mediterranean 
areas  has  grown  from  637,000  in  1958,  the  year  when  our  large  recurrent  balance 
of  payments  deficits  began,  to  1,570,000  in  1966.  The  figure  was  undoubtedly  higher 
last  year,  although  the  exact  number  will  not  be  known  for  some  months. 

In  only  one  year  during  the  period  1958  through  1966  did  the  increase  in 
the  number  of  travelers  fall  below  10  percent  and  that  was  in  1961  when  the 
Berlin  crisis  deterred  United  States  travel  to  the  European  area.  Excluding  that 
year’,  the  average  annual  rate  of  increase  in  number  of  U.S.  travelers  was  14 
percent. 

The  objective  in  the  travel  area,  as  in  other  parts  of  the  balance  of  payments 
program,  is  to  forge  an  effective  device  which,  as  far  as  feasible,  avoids  an  undue 
burden  either  on  those  United  States  citizens  or  on  those  foreign  countries  least 
able  to  bear  it. 

With  these  general  considerations  in  mind,  I would  like  to  describe  the  specifics 
of  our  proposal. 

1.  General  description  of  tax  proposals 

The  travel  tax  proposal  contains  two  basic  elements — 

a.  A permanent  extension  of  the  present  5-percent  ticket  tax  on  the  cost  of 
domestic  airline  travel  to  cover  the  cost  of  all  airline  transportation,  whether 
within  or  without  the  United  States,  purchased  in  the  United  States  and  also 
a temporary  extension  of  the  tax  to  cover  the  cost  of  water  transportation  to  a 
destination  outside  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

b.  A temporary  graduated  tax  on  the  expenditures  incurred  in  connection 
with  a trip  outside  the  Western  Hemisphere.  Expenditures  would  not  include 
the  cost  of  transportation  to  and  from  the  traveler’s  foreign  destination  which 
it  is  proposed  be  taxed  under  the  expanded  transportation  tax  mentioned  above. 

The  expenditure  tax  would  generally  apply  to  each  traveler’s  expenditures  in 
excess  of  $7  per  day  of  travel — with  the  first  $8  of  the  excess  taxed  at  a 15- 
percent  rate  and  the  remainder  at  a 30-percent  rate.  The  tax  would  apply  only 
to  trips  undertaken  during  the  period  after  the  legislation  is  enacted  and  before 
October  1,  1969.  Thus,  it  would  apply  to  the  1968  and  1969  travel  seasons. 

Some  general  description  of  overseas  travelers  will  be  helpful  in  understand- 
ing why  we  are  recommending  this  particular  tax  structure. 


’ The  following  statistics  relate  only  to  travelers  to  Western  Europe  and  the  Medi- 
terranean, area,  the  only  group  for  whom  statistics  are  available.  These  travelers,  however, 
represent  85  percent  of  all  non-Western  Hemisphere  traveler.s. 
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Twenty-four  percent  of  these  travelers  are  going  on  business,  45  percent  on 
vacation,  6 percent  to  study  or  teach,  18  percent  “visiting”,  and  8 percent  in  mis- 
cellaneous categories.  The  visiting  classification  is  made  up  of  people,  frequently 
foreign-'bom,  visiting  friends  and  relatives  abroad. 

The  average  length  of  stay  is  33  days.  The  average  daily  expenditures  are 
$16.73  per  person.  However,  averages  are  misleading.  When  the  length  of  stay 
is  analyzed  by  family  income,  we  find  that  the  lowest  income  travelers  by 
far  stay  the  longest,  51  days  for  those  with  under  $5,000  income.  It  is  26  days 
for  those  wdth  over  $20,000  income.  However,  the  amount  spent  per  day 
varies  as  one  might  expect  according  to  income.  In  the  under  $6,000  group,  it 
is  $9.63  per  day,  on  the  average,  and  in  the  over  $20,000  group  on  the  average 
$26.39  per  day.  These  two  factors,  the  variation  in  length  of  stay  and  the  varia- 
tion in  per  diem  expenditures,  produce  the  result  that  in  the  whole  income  group 
up  to  $20,000,  expenditures  per  trip  are  about  the  same  in  total.  It  is  only  over 
the  $20,000  level  that  expenditures  per  trip  increase  significantly. 

The  average  cost  of  a trip  to  Europe  is  $1,000,  made  up  of  a $460  fare  for  the 
transportation  over  and  back  and  $660  expenditures  while  in  Europe.  A sig- 
nificant number  of  travelers,  however,  have  over  $1,000  of  expenditures,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  transportation  fare,  while  abroad.  In  fact,  roughly  one-half  of  the 
total  travel  expenditures  are  made  by  the  travelers  with  over  $20,000  income — • 
one-third  of  all  travelers. 

Considerations  in  adopting  this  particular  program. — In  developing  this  tax 
program,  we  carefully  considered  many  alternatives.  We  believe  that  the  par- 
tieulaT  package  we  are  recommending  will  achieve  the  desired  restraint  in  the 
most  equitable  manner.  Let  me  list  for  you  some  of  the  principles  we  followed. 

First,  I have  already  mentioned,  the  ideal  program  would  be  one  which 
achieved  the  balance  of  payments  savings  with  a minimum  of  trip  cancellations. 
This,  of  necessity,  requires  that  the  tax  not  fall  heavily  on  those  with  mode.st 
incomes  or  those  of  any  income  level  who  choose  to  travel  modestly  in  this 
period. 

The  proposed  tax  program — by  being  directed  primarily  at  spending  over  a 
modest  level — is  consistent  with  this  O'bjective.  The  $7  per  day  exemption,  grad- 
uated rate,  and  the  low  rate  of  tax  on  transportation  fare  will  all  combine  to 
keep  the  tax  at  a modest  level  for  one  traveling  inexpensively.  One  spending 
$16  per  day  would  pay  an  expenditure  tax  of  only  $1.20  each  day.  For  a trip  of  30 
days,  this  tex  ($36.00)  when  combined  with  an  average  ticket  tax,  would  pro- 
duce a total  tax  bill  of  under  $60 — about  6.6  percent  of  the  $900  cost  of  the  trip 
On  the  other  hand,  the  exercise  of  restraint  on  each  dollar  of  spending  above 
this  amount  would  be  encouraged  by  a 30  percent  tax. 

For  the  low  income  traveler — students  and  foreign  born  visiting  relatives  and 
friends — who  spend  on  the  average  about  $10  a day,  the  expenditure  tax  would  be 
only  46  cents  per  day.  Even  for  a 60-day  trip  the  expenditure  tax  would  be  only 
$22.60.  When  combined  with  an  average  ticket  tax,  the  total  would  be  $46,  or 
less  than  6 percent  of  the  cost  of  the  trip. 

Other  forms  of  taxes — such  as  a flat  tax  per  trip,  a relatively  high  ticket  tax, 
or  a flat  tax  per  day — which  require  every  traveler  to  pay  a specified  amount 
regardless  of  his  expenditure  level,  necessarily  have  their  greatest  impact  at  the 
lower  income  levels  where  the  amount  of  tax  is  a proportionately  higher  per- 
centage of  the  total  funds  available  for  expenditure  than  at  higher  income  levels. 
TTiey  would  achieve  the  necessary  expenditure  reduction  primarily  by  causing 
large  numbers  of  the  less  affluent  to  cancel  their  trips  and  would  have  little  im- 
pact on  the  expenditures  of  the  more  affluent.  On  the  other  hand,  the  proposed 
$7  per  day  exemption,  together  with  the  lower  tax  rate  proposed  on  the  next 
$8  of  expenditures  per  day  are  specifically  designed  to  achieve  the  reduction 
of  expenditures  without  substantial  trip  cancellations. 

Moreover,  since  those  in  the  lower  income  range  tend  to  take  longer  trips  and 
spend  less  per  day,  the  proposal  avoids  graduating  the  tax  on  the  basis  of  the 
length  of  stay. 

A second  principle  followed  in  developing  the  tax  program  was  that  any  tax 
restraint  on  foreign  travel  expenditures  should  continue  to  apply  as  the  expendi- 
tures increase.  An  expenditure  tax  of  the  type  we  are  recommending  meets 
this  objective  by  applying  the  deterrent  on  each  dollar  spent  over  a basic  ex- 
emption level.  In  other  words,  each  time  a traveler  contemplates  making  an 
expenditure,  the  tax  will  be  a factor  which  he  must  weigh  in  making  his  de- 
cision. A flat  tax  per  trip,  or  even  per  day,  does  not  have  this  continuing  effect 
on  marginal  spending. 
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The  graduated  rate  of  the  tax  is  designed  to  achieve  deterrence  at  all  income 
levels.  Under  the  proposal  each  dollar  an  individual  spends  above  the  level  of 
$15  per  day  would  'be  subject  to  a 30-percent  tax  rate — douible  that  applicable  to 
amounts  spent  up  to  that  figure. 

A third  principle  which  we  have  followed  is  that  the  tax  program  should  be 
structured  so  as  to  preclude  the  necessity  for  providing  numerous  exceptions. 
We  can  all  think  of  particular  types  of  trips  which  we  would  not  want  cancelled. 
If  the  tax  were  in  the  form  of  a certain  amount  per  trip  regardless  of  the  traveler’s 
expenditures,  it  wohld  inevitably  have  to  be  imposed  at  such  a level  as  to  act  as  a 
financial  deterrent  to  large  numbers  of  trips,  particularly  by  lower  income  travel- 
ers. This,  in  turn,  would  create  immediate  pressure  for  exemptions  involving  very 
diflScult  judgments  as  to  what  constitutes  a trip  worthy  of  exemption.  Moreover, 
specific  exceptions  produce  complexity  and  administrative  burdens. 

The  program  we  are  recommending  obviates  the  necessity  of  numerous  ex- 
emptions, since  the  impact  of  the  tax  will  be  small  on  individuals  who  travel 
modestly. 

These  are  the  general  principles  we  have  followed  in  structuring  our  tax 
program.  By  meeting  them,  we  believe  thajt  this  program  will  accomplish  its 
objective  of  reducing  foreign  travel  exi>enditures  with  the  least  impact  on 
the  numiber  of  Americans  traveling  overseas  and  without,  as  the  President  put 
it  in  his  State  of  the  Union  Message,  “unduly  penalizing  the  travel  of  teachers, 
students,  'business  people  and  American  people  who  have  relatives  abroad  whom 
they  want  to  see.” 

Let  me  now  turn  to  a more  detailed  description  of  the  tax  proposals : 

Tax  on  transportation. — Existing  law  imposes  a 5-peroent  excise  tax  on  the 
cost  of  air  transportation.  Generally,  this  tax  does  not  apply  to  international 
travel.  Our  proposal  would  permanently  extend  this  existing  air  ticket  tax  to 
all  amounts  paid  for  transportation  where  the  itickets  are  purchased  within  the 
United  States.  The  tax  would  also  'be  extended  temiporarily  to  water  transporta- 
tion between  the  United  States  and  a point  outside  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

While  the  temporary  travel  tax  is  in  effect  this  tax,  rather  than  the  ticket 
tax,  would  apply  to  expenditures  for  air  and  water  transportation  outside  the 
Western  Hemisphere  after  the  traveler  has  reached  bis  first  stop  scheduled 
for  more  than  12  hours.  For  example,  the  5-percent  ticket  tax  would  apply  to 
a flight  from  the  United  'States  to  the  first  European  stop  and  from  the  last 
European  stop  to  the  United  States.  All  travel  within  Europe  between  arrival 
and  departure  would  be  treated  as  an  expenditure,  and  taxable  under  the  tem- 
porary travel  tax.  Moreover,  where  a ticket  for  itransportation  to  the  United 
States  is  not  subject  to  the  ticket  tax  because  purchased  loutside  the  United 
States,  it  would  be  subject  to  an  equivalent  tax  of  5 percent  collected  as  part 
of  the  travel  tax. 

Tax  on  tramel  expenditures. — The  travel  tax  would,  with  few  exceptions,  apply 
to  all  who  travel  outside  the  Western  Hemdispbere,  and  would  apply  to  all  ex- 
penditures made  dm  connection  with  the  trip  except  transportation  to  and  from 
the  United  States,  which  as  I explained  above,  would  be  covered  by  the  ticket 
tax. 

Each  traveler  would  be  entitled  to  an  exemption  of  $7  of  expenditures  times 
the  number  of  days  he  is  abroad.  The  next  $8  of  expenditures  times  the  number 
of  days  abroad  would  be  taxed  at  a rate  of  15  percent.  All  expenditures  in 
excess  of  this  amount  would  'be  taxed  at  a rate  of  30  percent. 

Thus,  an  adult  traveler  going  abroad  for  30  days  and  spending  $700  in  addi- 
tion to  the  cost  of  transportation  from  the  United  'States  would  be  subject  to 
a tax  of  '$111  computed  as  follows — the  first  $210  would  be  exempt  (30  days  X 
$7.00)  ; the  tax  on  the  next  $240  would  be  $36  (30  days  X $8.00  X 15  percent)  ; 
and  the  tax  on  the  remaining  balance  of  $250  would  be  $75  ($250  X 30  percent). 

In  the  case  of  a nonbusiness  traveler,  the  tax  would  'apply  to  all  expenditures — 
meals,  lodging,  entertainment,  purchases  of  tangible  personal  property,  and 
transportation  not  part  of  a continuous  trip  to  or  from  the  United  States. 

Jn  the  case  of  a 'business  traveler  'it  would  apply  to  all  expenditures  for  meals, 
lodging,  entertainment,  and  travel  as  above  but  would  not  apply  to  other  types 
of  business  expenses  nor  to  the  purchase  of  business  assets,  such  as  inventory. 

Exemptions  from  the  tax  wiould  be  limited  to  the  following ; 

1.  Individuals  (and  their  families)  transferred  or  going  abroad  in  connection 
with  their  trade,  business,  profession,  or  education,  and  'remaining  abroad  for 
more  than  120  days. 

2.  Individuals  who  establish  residence  outside  the  United  States. 

3.  All  U.S.  Government  travel. 
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With  respect  to  U.S.  Government  travel,  on  January  18  the  President  directed 
the  heads  of  all  the  Departments  and  Agencies  to  reduce  official  travel  overseas 
to  the  minimum  consistent  with  orderly  conduct  of  the  Government’s  business 
abroad.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  will  issue  instructions  this  week  to  the 
agencies  calling  for  approval  hy  the  Department  of  State  of  each  Government- 
sponsored  trip  to  international  conferences  abroad.  By  March  15  agencies  will 
report  to  the  President  specific  measures  they  have  taken  to  curtail  overseas 
travel.  Thereafter,  they  will  report  quarterly  on  progress  in  achieving  the  Pres- 
ident’s objective. 

The  mechanics  lOf  the  expenditures  tax  would  be  relatively  simple.  Before 
embarking  on  a foreign  trip,  each  individual  would  deposit  at  his  port  of  de- 
parture an  amount  of  money  equal  to  the  tax  he  expects  to  owe.  Rather  than 
keep  an  itemized  account  of  all  expenditures  be  would  compute  the  tax  on  a 
“net  worth”  basis.  To  do  this  he  would  file  a statement  indicating  how  much 
money  and  traveler’s  checks  he  is  taking  with  him.  On  his  return,  he  would 
make  a corresponding  statement  of  the  amount  of  money  and  traveler’s  checks 
he  has  with  him  and  leave  this  with  the  Oustoms  officials  at  his  port  of  entry. 
His  formal  tax  return  would  be  required  to  be  filed  with  the  Internal  Revenue 
Service  within  60  days  after  his  return  and  any  tax  due  would  he  paid. 

There  would  be  special  provisions  to  take  care  of  expenses  paid  or  facilities 
furnished  by  employers. 

For  the  ordinary  tourist,  the  itax  base  would  'be  an  amount  equal  to  the  dif- 
ference between  the  money  he  left  the  country  wdth  and  the  money  with  which 
he  returned,  plus  any  expenses  he  prepaid  or  charged  on  a credit  card  during 
his  trip  -and  -the  amount  -of  any  personal  checks  issued  abroad.  This  method  of 
computing  the  tax  will  eliminate  the  necessity  of  any  traveler  having  to  keep 
a detailed  record  of  bis  expenditures  while  abroad. 

When  a family  travels  abroad  together,  they  would  be  permitted  to  file  a joint 
return  aggregating  all  their  expenditures  as  well  as  their  exemptions. 

Enforoement  of  the  travel  tax  would  ibe  carried  out  iby  the  Customs  Service 
and  the  Internal  Revenue  Service.  It  is  fully  expected  that  the  tax  will  be  both 
effective  and  enforceable.  'The  formal  return  will  be  associated  with  the  traveler’s 
income  tax  ireturn  for  audit  purposes. 

In  summary,  we  are  proposing  a tax  program  aimed  -at  encouraging  travelers 
outside  the  Western  Hemisphere  to  reduce  their  expenditures  in  1968  and  1969. 
The  balance  of  payments  savings  for  this  measure  has  been  estimated  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $250-$300  -million. 

2.  Customs  measures 

a.  Duty-free  tourist  exemption. — The  estimated  value  of  articles  -acquired 
abroad  and  brought  into  the  United  -States  during  1967  -by  U.S.  residents  re- 
turning from  -countries  -other  than  Mexico,  and  Canada  and  the  Carribhean  area 
totaled  -approx-imately  $200  million.  One  hundred  ten  million  dollars  of  this 
amount  was  brought  in  under  'the  present  $100  Customs  duty-free  exemption 
granted  to  returning  residents.  A substantial  reduction  in  this  duty-free  exem-p- 
tion  would  achieve  a significant  reduction  in  the  value  of  articles  brought 
into  the  United  States  by  returning  U.S.  -residents. 

b.  $10  gift  exemption  for  parcels  arriving  l>y  mail. — An  estimated  11  million 
packages  arriving  by  mail  -during  1967  were  admitted  duty-free  under  the  exist- 
ing exemption  for  gifts  valued  at  less  -than  $10.  In  addition,  many  other  -parcels, 
presently  being  admitted  without  -payment  of  duty,  would  have  duty  owing  if 
there  were  adequate  Customs  manpower  available  to  assess  the  duty.  The  elimi- 
nation of  the  $10  gift  exemption,  -and  a more  intensive  -processing  by  Customs 
of  packages  arriving  from  abroad  by  mail  would  bring  about  a decline  in  the 
shipment  of  such  parcels  to  the  United  -States.  Since  many  such  parcels  -are 
purchased  by  U.S.  residents  this  would  result  in  a significant  balance  of  pay- 
ments saving. 

Summary  of  proposals 

In  order  to  reduce  foreign  expenditures  by  returning  United  States  residents 
and  thereby  achieve  a balance  of  payments  savings,  we  propose : 

a.  Reduction  of  tourist  exemption. — The  present  $100  duty-free  exemption 
granted  to  returning  U.S.  residents  should  be  reduced  to  $10  for  persons  returning 
from  countries  other  than  Canada,  and  Mexico  and  the  Caribbean  area. 

b.  Modification  of  gift  exemption  for  parcels  arriving  hy  mail. — The  $10  duty- 
free gift  provision  for  articles  arriving  in  the  mail  from  abroad  should  be  reduced 
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to  31.00.  This  will  be  accomplished  administratively  under  existing  law.  No 
change  is  proposed  in  the  present  ^0  gift  exemption  law  applicable  to  gift  par- 
cels arriving  from  U.S.  servicemen  in  combat  zones. 

0.  Modification  of  duty  assessment  procedures  applicable  to  returning  V.8. 
residents  and  to  certain  noncommercial  parcels. — In  order  to  minimize  the 
increased  Customs  workload  implicit  in  the  changes  described  above,  the  fol- 
lowing flat  rates  should  be  made  applicable : 

1.  A flat  25-percent  rate  of  duty  on  all  dutiable  articles  accompanying  arriving 
travelers,  provided  their  aggregate  value  does  not  exceed  $500  wholesale. 

2.  A $2  charge  on  all  dutiable  noncommercial  parcels  arriving  by  mail  which 
are  valued  at  $10  or  less  retail.  Articles  valued  at  $1  or  less  will  continue  to  be 
free  of  any  duty  or  charge. 

3.  A flat  25-percent  rate  of  duty  on  all  noncommercial  importations  of  dutiable 
articles  arriving  by  mail,  railway  express,  and  other  means  of  transportation. 
Which  are  valued  at  more  than  $10  retail  but  less  than  $250  wholesale. 

The  new  simplified  rates  proposed  above  reflect  an  average  of  the  duty  rates 
assessed  currently  under  the  Tariff  Schedules  on  importations  of  the  types  under 
consideration.  Without  such  a simplified  duty  assessment  procedure,  the  changes 
recommended  with  respect  to  tourists’  baggage  and  mail  parcels  would  impose 
a staggering  burden  for  the  Bureau  of  Customs. 

d.  Resulting  balance  of  payments  savings. — It  is  estimated  that  implementa- 
tion of  all  the  above  recommendations  will  achieve  a balance  of  payments  savings 
of  about  $100  million. 

Implementation  of  the  above  measures  will  entail  increased  administrative 
costs  for  the  Customs  Service  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Service ; and  also  for 
the  Post  Ofllce  Department  to  the  extent  its  expenses  in  collecting  the  duty  on 
parcels  arriving  by  mail  cannot  be  covered  by  postal  handling  charges  because 
of  the  ceiling  set  under  the  Universal  Postal  Union  Convention.  Their  ability 
to  execute  these  measures  is  dependent  upon  the  establishment  of  an  adequate 
mechanism  for  reimbursement  of  these  costs  to  the  agencies  involved. 

This  completes  the  outline  of  the  measures  which  we  propose  be  taken  to  effect 
a $500  million  savings  in  the  balance  of  payments  deficit  resulting  from  foreign 
travel.  This  is  intended  to  be  a cooperative  program  involving  the  Congress,  the 
Executive,  and  the  American  people.  The  problem  is  clear;  the  need  for  quick 
action  is  imperative ; I urge  you  to  give  it  your  immediate  attention. 

III.  ACHIEVING  AN  ADEQUATE  TRADE  SURPLUS 

The  keystone  of  a sound  international  financial  position  for  the  United  States 
and  the  dollar  is  a substantial  trade  surplus. 

It  is  natural  and  desirable  for  a rich  country  like  the  United  States  to  export 
investment  capital  abroad,  to  give  foreign  aid,  to  provide  its  share  of  the  common 
defense,  and  to  have  large  numbers  of  its  citizens  traveling  abroad.  But  all  of 
this  is  possible  only  if,  in  addition  to  incomes  from  foreign  investments,  the 
United  States  trade  surplus  is  large  enough  to  finance  such  expenses. 

The  United  States  has  consistently  had  a trade  surplus — an  excess  of  exports 
over  imports.  In  1950-55  the  surplus  averaged  $2.2  billion ; in  1955-60  it  averaged 
$3.8  billion  ; and  in  1960-65  it  averaged  $5.2  billion.  It  reached  an  all-time  high  of 
$6.7  billion  in  1964,  but  it  narrowed  in  1965  to  $4.8  billion  and  dropped  much 
further  in  1966  to  $3.7  billion,  the  lowest  point  since  1959. 

There  was  some  strengthening  of  our  trade  surplus  in  the  first  three  quarters 
in  1967  but  a sharp  deterioration  in  the  fourth  quarter  eliminated  the  anticipated 
gain  in  1967.' 

The  question  naturally  arises:  What  happened  to  the  fourth  quarter  trade 
figures? 

Our  best  answer  from  the  information  available  to  date  is  that  there  was  an 
upsurge  of  imports,  more  than  any  real  worsening  of  our  export  picture,  which 
produced  this  sharp  decline  in  our  fourth  quarter  trade  surplus. 

For  the  first  three  quarters  of  1967,  our  quarterly  trade  surpluses  were  averag- 
ing about  $1,082  million.  In  the  fourth  quarter  however  this  rate  of  surplus 
deteriorated  to  only  $357  million,  with  nearly  three-fourths  of  the  deterioration 
on  the  import  side  and  one-fourth  on  exports. 


* The  figures  used  are  calculated  on  the  so-called  balance  of  payments  basis.  On  a census 
basis  the  1967  trade  surplus  was  about  $4.1  billion,  up  less  than  $300  million  from  the 
previous  year.  The  primary  difference  between  these  two  set  of  figures  involves  the  ways 
in  which  certain  military  exports  are  handled. 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


EXHIBITS 


367 


Basically  the  upsurge  in  imports,  which  became  particularly  noticeable  in 
November  and  December,  reflects  the  further  warming-up  of  the  domestic  econ- 
omy. It  was  just  this  development  which  we  were  trying  to  anticipate  in  the 
President’s  tax  message  last  August. 

While  some  special  factors  were  at  work  affecting  fourth  quarter  trade,  we 
cannot  avoid  the  fact  that  we  have  again  moved  into  a situation  where  the  rapid 
growth  in  our  gross  national  product  in  money  terms  will  almost  inevitably  bring 
a more  than  proportionate  rate  of  increase  in  our  imports.  This  was  the  process 
which,  as  you  will  recall,  brought  in  1965-66  the  Increases  of  from  15  to  20  per- 
cent per  annum  in  our  imports  as  contrasted  with  9.6  percent  in  1964  and  6 per- 
cent in  1963. 

But  the  problem  is  not  limited  to  imports  alone.  Starting  with  the  fourth  quar- 
ter of  1966  and  extending  through  the  second  quarter  of  last  year  our  rate  of 
export  growth  over  the  same  periods  a year  earlier  was  averaging  about  7 per- 
cent. In  the  third  quarter  of  last  year,  the  rate  fell  to  3%  percent  and  in  the 
fourth  quarter  to  less  than  one  percent.  The  fact  that  this  decline  was  mainly 
attributable  to  reduced  exports  of  agricultural  products  does  not  lessen  the  need 
for  a greater  intensified  effort  to  achieve  and  maintain  a much  higher  rate  of 
export  growth. 

Moreover,  these  are  only  the  most  immediate  types  of  adverse  impact  on  our 
trade  from  an  expansion  that  is  highly  inflationary  in  character.  In  addition, 
wage  and  price  increases  of  the  kind  we  are  already  experiencing,  accentuated 
by  the  further  push  of  a new  outburst  of  demand,  could  seriously  undercut  our 
long-term  competitiveness  in  world  markets  if  allowed  to  continue  into  a spiraling 
inflation. 

Thus,  very  dramatically  the  events  of  the  last  quarter  of  1967,  underscored 
by  a dwindling  trade  surplus,  provide  proof  positive  of  earlier  assertions  of  the 
important  relationship  of  the  tax  surcharge  to  our  balance  of  trade  and  payments 
and  the  international  position  of  the  dollar. 

In  his  tax  message  of  August  3 last  year  the  President  stated  that  failure  to  act 
on  his  tax  proposals  and  to  restrain  unnecessary  spending  could  have  the  most 
serious  consequences  Including : “An  excessive  expansion  of  domestic  markets 
could  again  quicken  the  flow  of  imports  to  the  United  States,  while  rising  costs 
and  prices  cut  into  our  exports.  The  position  of  the  dollar  as  the  key  element  in 
the  world’s  financial  system  could  be  impaired.” 

This  proposition  developed  in  my  previous  appearances  on  August  14,  1967,^ 
November  29,  1967,’’  and  January  22,  1968  in  connection  with  the  surcharge  must 
be  again  developed  in  any  discussion  of  our  overall  balance  of  payments  situation 
and  what  we  propose  to  do  about  it.  The  keystone  to  the  entire  balance  of  pay- 
ments program  is  the  surcharge  proposal  you  have  before  you,  or  some  variation. 
The  other  direct  measures  added  in  the  President’s  January  1 program  to  the 
pre-existing  effort  are  not  going  to  be  as  effective  in  dealing  with  the  balance  of 
payments  problem  unless  these  tax  proposals  coupled  with  expenditure  controls, 
appropriate  monetary  policy,  and  a more  effective  voluntary  program  of  wage- 
price  restraint,  are  combined  to  stem  the  inflationary  pressures  which  now 
threaten  our  trade  surpluses,  both  long-term  and  short-term. 

Let  no  one  assume  that  this  recent  experience  is  an  isolated  phenomenon,  un- 
related to  the  past. 

In  the  mid-1950’s  Europe  and  Japan  were  rapidly  regaining  their  economic 
strength.  Between  the  recessions  of  1954  and  1958,  the  United  States  had  a con- 
sumption and  investment  boom  during  which  our  price  level  for  metals  and 
machinery  rose  20  percent  (from  the  end  of  1954  to  the  end  of  1957).  By  the  end 
of  1959  those  prices — particularly  important  in  determining  our  international 
competitive  position — were  nearly  one-fourth  higher  than  in  1954.  With  Europe 
and  Japan  steadily  increasing  their  ability  to  produce  goods  for  export,  condi- 
tions were  being  created  that  would  make  it  more  difficult  than  before  for  the 
United  States  to  achieve  an  adequate  surplus  in  the  current  account  of  balance  of 
payments — that  is  a current  suiqilus  sufficiently  large  to  cover  the  flows  of  U.S. 
private  and  Government  capital  to  the  rest  of  the  world.  In  1959  our  trade  surplus 
dwindled  to  less  than  $1  billion  and  it  was  only  with  the  recession  of  1960  that  it 
rebounded  to  a more  normal  range. 

Again  in  1965  and  1966  the  decline  in  our  trade  surplus  from  the  peak  level 
reached  in  1964  can  be  related  to  the  very  high  rate  of  growth  of  those  years, 


* See  exhibit  20. 
2 See  exhibit  23. 
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Indeed,  had  we  held  in  1965  and  1966  the  trade  surplus  level  reached  in  1964 
there  would  have  been  substantial  balance  of  payments  surpluses  in  both  of 
those  years. 

Hence,  our  balance  of  payments  deficits  in  the  last  3 years  strongly  suggest 
that  the  trade  surplus  has  been  inadequate.  To  determine  what  should  be  done 
about  increasing  it  we  must  examine  the  basic  forces  affecting  U.S.  trade. 

U.S.  exports  and  imports  are  strongly  influenced  by  the  pressure  of  United 
States  domestic  demand,  by  changes  in  the  U.S.  competitive  position,  and  by 
economic  growth  and  policies  in  our  major  overseas  markets. 

What  impact  do  these  interrelated  factors  have  on  our  trade? 

1.  U.S.  competitive  position  in  world  markets. — As  can  be  seen  in  table  I, 
in  the  1960’s,  U.S.  unit  labor  costs  in  manufacturing  declined  slightly  while 
those  of  our  major  European  competitors  rose  significantly.  If  changes  in  relative 
costs  were  the  only  determinant  of  export  performance,  then  we  should  have 
noticeably  Increased  our  relative  share  of  world  markets. 

Table  I. — Unit  labor  costs  in  manufacturing  for  selected  industrialized  countries 

since  1961  ‘ 


Country  1962  1963  1964  1965  1966  ■> 


United  States 99  98  98  97  99 

Canada 99  100  100  95  99 

France. : 107  112  118  119  116 

Germany 107  111  111  117  123 

Italy 108  118  124  122  118 

Japan 108  113  111  118  125 

United  Kingdom 104  102  103  109  114 


0 Preliminary. 

1 Ratio  of  wages  and  salaries  (and  including  supplements)  to  production;  national  currency  basis. 

Note.— Data  relate  to  wage  earners  in  Italy  and  to  all  employees  in  other  countries. 

Sources.— Department  of  Labor  and  Council  of  Economic  Advisers. 

In  point  of  fact,  the  United  States  held  its  share  of  world  trade  between  1961 
and  1964,  as  table  II  shows. 


Table  II. — U.S.  share  of  total  world  exports  of  manufactures 


Year  Percent 

Year  Percent 

1961  25.6 

1962  26. 5 

1963  25.6 

1964  26.8 

1965  23.6 

1966  23.5 

Note.— An  adjustment  for  declassified  U.S.  special  category  exports  was  made  by  subtracting  $1.0  billion 
from  U.S.  and  world  totals  in  1965  and  1966.  Excludes  intra-EEC  and  intra-EFTA  trade. 

Source.— United  Nations  Monthly  Bulletin  of  Statistics,  November  and  December  1967. 


In  1966  and  probably  in  1967,  the  U.S.  competitive  position  was  eroded  by 
increases  in  U.S.  labor  costs.  Another  important  reason  for  the  decline  in  the 
U.S.  share  of  world  exports  in  the  past  2 years  has  been  the  sharp  difference  in 
rates  of  economic  expansion  in  Europe  and  the  United  States. 

2.  Impact  of  differences  in  economic  expansion  in  the  United  States  and 
Europe. — The  experience  of  the  first  half  of  the  decade  indicates  the  vital  im- 
portance of  sound  domestic  economic  policies  to  growing  U.S.  trade  surpluses. 
This  is  most  clearly  seen  in  an  examination  of  the  relationship  of  U.S.  imports 
to  the  pace  of  U.S.  economic  expansion,  as  illustrated  in  table  III. 

As  the  annual  growth  rate  in  GNP  (current  prices)  moves  up,  imports  climb 
more  than  proportionately.  In  1965  and  1966,  a period  in  which  GNP  growth 
exceeded  8 percent  per  annum,  our  average  growth  in  imports  exceeded  16  percent 
per  annum. 

Clearly,  it  was  not  only  the  rate  of  increase  of  GNP  that  was  the  causal 
factor,  but  also  the  fact  that  the  economic  slack  which  had  existed  in  the  early 
1960’s  was  being  taken  up  in  1965  and  was  completely  eliminated  in  1966.  In 
short,  if  the  United  States  can  maintain  a noninflationary  pace  of  economic 
expansion,  the  growth  in  imports  is  likely  to  be  muCh  more  moderate  than  in 
1965  and  1966. 
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Table  III. — U.S.  gross  national  product  and  foreign  trade,  1960-67 


Years 

GNP  (current  prices) 

Imports 

Billions 

Change 

Billions 

Change 

Change 

As  percent 
of  GNP 

1960 

$503. 7 

Percent 

4.1 

$14. 73 

-$0. 58 

Percent 

-3.8 

2.9 

1961 

520. 1 

3.3 

14. 51 

-.22 

-1.5 

2.8 

1962 

560. 3 

7.7 

16. 19 

1.68 

11.6 

2.9 

1963 

590.5 

5.4 

16. 99 

.81 

5.0 

2.9 

1964 

632.4 

7.1 

18.62 

1.63 

9.6 

2.9 

1965 

683. 9 

8.1 

21. 47 

2. 85 

15.3 

3.1 

1966 

743. 3 

8.7 

25.51 

4.04 

18.8 

3.4 

1967 

785. 1 

6.6 

26.89 

1.38 

5.4 

3.4 

Average  1961-64 

(5.9). 

(.97) 

(6.2) 

(2.9) 

What  'happens  in  our  major  markets  is  obviously  of  great  importance  in  de- 
termining the  level  of  U.S.  exports.  When  foreign  economies — principally  West- 
ern Europe  and  Canada — are  expanding,  total  world  markets  are  likely  to  be 
strong  and  U.S.  exports  are  likely  to  rise  with  a general  increase  in  world  trade. 
Where  expansion  is  weak — as  it  was  when  it  slowed  markedly  in  Western 
Europe  in  1966  and  1967 — world  trade  and  U.S.  exports  suffered.  From  1960-63 
to  mid-1967,  European  induistrial  production  increased  only  26  percent  while  U.S. 
industrial  production  rose  36  percent — U.S.  growth  being  more  than  a third  faster. 
This  was  a major  factor  in  the  $1.7  billion  decline  in  the  U.S.  merchandise  trade 
surplus  from  1961  to  1966. 

3.  Foreign  trade  policies. — Trade  policy  of  foreign  governmenits  has  an  impor- 
tant impact  on  the  U.S.  trade  accounts.  The  Kennedy  Round,  just  completed, 
which  will  result  in  substantial  reduction  of  barriers  to  trade,  will  strengthen 
national  economies  through  expansion  of  'both  exports  and  imports.  But,  as  far 
as  we  can  now  determine,  this  expansion  will  not  basically  alter  the  trade  balance 
of  any  major  country. 

Other  changes  in  trade  policy,  however,  are  not  neutral  in  their  impact  on  trade 
balances.  In  particular,  recent  changes  in  border  tax  adjustments— taxing  im- 
ports and  remitting  taxes  on  exports^ — ot  some  European  countries,  while  con- 
sistent with  the  existing  international  rules  of  the  General  Agreement  on  Tariffs 
and  Trade,  will  have  an  adverse  effect  on  the  U.S.  trade  balance. 

The  above  discussion  shows  the  crucial  importance  to  the  U.S.  trade  balance 
of  maintaining  a noninflationary  expansion  in  the  United  States.  As  in  1966, 
excessive  increases  in  income — especially  when  we  have  full  employment — will 
be  quickly  translated  into  higher  prices  and  capacity  bottlenecks  with  a resulting 
surge  in  imports  and  a slowdown  in  exports.  We  need  the  fiscal  action  proposed 
by  the  President  on  August  3,  1967 — expenditures  restraint  and  tax  measures, 
including  surcharges  on  corporate  and  personal  income  taxes.  The  performance 
of  our  trade  account  in  the  last  few  years  underscores  the  need  for  responsible 
financial  management  by  the  Executive  Branch,  the  Congress,  management,  and 
labor. 

With  the  economy  picking  up  momentum  in  1968,  and  with  cost  and  price  pres- 
sures increasing,  we  are  faced  not  with  the  assurance  of  a continued  improvement 
in  our  trade  surplus  but  the  threat  of  another  downward  movement. 

All  other  efforts  to  improve  our  balance  of  payments  position  will  be  under- 
mined unless  we  avoid  the  kind  of  excessive  growth  that  floods  us  with  imports 
and  unless  we  return  to  relative  price  stability  and  cost  competitiveness  in  the 
United  States  economy. 

Business  and  labor  also  have  an  important  responsibility  to  protect  our  trade 
surplus  by : 

— keeping  wage  demands  and  price  decisions  consistent  with  national  produc- 
tivity performance ; and 

— avoiding  work  stoppages  or  the  threat  of  work  stoppages  in  industries  vul- 
nerable to  import  or  export  competition  at  a time  when  our  balance  of  payments 
position  is  under  pressure. 

Efforts  to  return  to  the  price  and  cost  stability  that  characterized  the  first  5 
years  of  the  decade  require  business  and  labor  to  exercise  the  utmost  responsi- 
bility in  their  wage-price  decisions.  These  decisions  directly  affect  our  competitive 
position  at  home  and  in  world  markets.  Accordingly,  the  President  has  directed 
the  Secretaries  of  Commerce  and  Labor  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Council  of 
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Economic  Advisers  to  work  with  the  leaders  of  business  and  labor  to  make  more 
effective  the  voluntary  program  of  wage-price  restraint. 

The  prompt  enactment  of  the  President’s  tax  increase  program  is  the  single 
most  important  and  indispensable  step  this  nation  can  take  now  to  improve  our 
balance  of  trade  and  payments  and  protect  the  dollar  and  the  international 
monetary  system. 

The  committee  will  recall  that  in  my  appearance  before  you  on  November  29 
and  again  on  January  22,  after  noting  the  impact  of  devaluation  of  the  British 
pound  on  the  international  monetary  system  and  the  ensuing  disturbances  in  the 
gold  and  foreign  exchange  markelts,  I stressed  the  high  responsibility  we  bear  for 
the  maintenance  of  a stable  international  economic  and  monetary  system  and 
the  need  to  take  steps  designed  to  assure  confidence  and  stability  in  markets 
here  and  abroad. 

I stressed  then  and  I emphasize  again  both  the  real  and  psychological  impor- 
tance of  achieving  a meaningful  reduction  in  our  budget  deficit  by  reducing 
expenditures  and  a tax  increase  as  essential  elements  of  responsible  financial 
policy.  Since  that  time  a national  policy  of  expenditure  control  has  beco'me 
manifest  in  the  enactment  by  Congress  of  the  Continuing  Appropriations  Act 
la.st  December.  The  President’s  budget  is  responsive  in  terms  and  in  fact  to  this 
prevailing  attitude  in  the  Congress. 

But  there  has  been  no  tax  increase.  Once  again,  I repeat  that  the  tax  increase 
is  the  single  most  Important  symbol  of  this  nation’s  de-termination  to  exercise 
fiscal  discipline. 

However,  this  is  by  no  means  the  whole  story  on  an  intensified  effort  to  achieve 
and  maintain  an  adequate  U.S.  trade  surplus.  In  addition  to  soundly  managing 
the  U.S.  economy  to  keep  it  competitive  and  stable,  we  must  work  through  inter- 
national negotiating  machinery,  multilateral  and  bilateral,  to  keep  world  markets 
open  by  implementing  the  tariff  reductions  negotiated  in  the  Kennedy  Round 
and  avoiding  the  unilateral  imposition  of  statutory  import  quotas,  which  could 
lead  to  retaliatory  action  to  which  our  trade  surplus  is  uniquely  vulnerable. 

We  must  strive  at  home  through  improved  export  financing  and  export  pro- 
motion measures  to  make  U.S.  industry  more  export  minded  and  facilitate  its 
export  operations. 

Finally,  we  must  .strive  through  international  negotiations,  both  multilateral 
and  bilateral,  and,  where  necessary,  through  legislative  measures  to  keep  our 
exporters  and  importers  in  a fair  competitive  position  in  world  markets.  Ambas- 
sador Roth,  the  President’s  Special  Representative  on  Trade  Negotiations,  is 
with  me  this  morning  to  present  a .statement  for  the  information  of  the  Committee 
concemiug  this  last  aspect  of  the  problems  surrounding  our  trade  surplus  which 
is  dealt  with  specifically  in  the  President’s  January  1 message  under  the  heading 
“Nontariff  Barriers.” 


Exhibit  38. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler  and  Chairman  Martin  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Board,  March  14,  1968,  on  the  temporary  closing  of  the  London  gold 
market 

The  temporary  closing  of  the  London  market  does  not  affect  United  States 
undertaking  to  buy  and  sell  gold  in  transactions  with  monetary  authorities  at 
the  official  price  of  $35  per  ounce. 

We  have  invited  the  central  bank  governors  of  the  active  gold  pool  countries 
to  consult  with  us  on  coordinated  measures  to  ensure  orderly  conditions  in  the 
exchange  markets  and  to  support  the  present  pattern  of  exchange  rates  based 
on  the  fixed  price  of  $35  per  ounce  of  gold. 

The  central  bank  governors  invited  are : Hubert  Ansiaux,  Governor,  Banque 
National  de  Belgique,  Belgium;  Dr.  Karl  Blessing,  President,  Deutsche  Bundes- 
bank, Germany ; Guido  Carll,  Governor,  Banca  d’ltalia,  Italy ; Prof.  J.  Zijlstra, 
President,  De  Nederlandsche  Bank,  Netherlands ; Dr.  E.  Stopper,  President, 
Banque  National  Swisse,  Switzerland,  and  Sir  Leslie  Kenneth  O’Brien,  Governor, 
Bank  of  England,  United  Kingdom. 


Exhibit  39. — Washington  Communique  of  March  17,  1968 

The  Governors  of  the  Central  Banks  of  Belgium,  Germany,  Italy,  the  Nether- 
lands, Switzei'land,  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  United  States  met  in  Wash- 
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ington  on  March  16  and  17,  1968,  to  examine  operations  of  the  gold  pool,  to 
which  they  are  active  contributors.  The  Managing  Director  of  the  International 
Monetary  Fund  and  the  General  Manager  of  the  Bank  for  International  Settle- 
ments also  attended  the  meeting. 

The  Governors  noted  that  it  is  the  determined  policy  of  the  U.S.  Government 
to  defend  the  value  of  the  dollar  through  appropriate  fiscal  and  monetary 
measures  and  that  substantial  improvement  of  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments 
is  a high-priority  objective. 

They  also  noted  that  legislation  approved  by  Congress  makes  the  whole  of  the 
gold  stock  of  the  nation  available  for  defending  the  value  of  the  dollar. 

They  noted  that  the  U.S.  Government  will  continue  to  buy  and  sell  gold  at  the 
existing  price  of  $35  an  ounce  in  transactions  with  monetary  authorities.  The 
Governors  support  this  policy,  and  believe  it  contributes  to  the  maintenance  of 
exchange  stability. 

The  Governors  noted  the  determination  of  the  U.K.  authorities  to  do  all 
that  is  necessary  to  eliminate  the  deficit  in  the  U.K.  balance  of  payments  as 
soon  as  possible  and  to  move  to  a position  of  large  and  sustained  surplus. 

Finally,  they  noted'  that  the  Governments  of  most  European  countries  intend 
to  pursue  monetary  and  fiscal  policies  that  encourage  domestic  expansion  con- 
sistent with  economic  stability,  avoid  as  far  as  possible  increases  in  interest 
rates  or  a tightening  of  money  markets,  and  thus  contribute  to  conditions  that 
will  help  all  countries  move  towards  payments  equilibrium. 

The  Governors  agreed  to  cooperate  fully  to  maintain  the  existing  parities  as 
well  as  orderly  conditions  in  their  exchange  markets  in  accordance  with  their 
obligations  under  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund. 
The  Gk>vernors  believe  that  henceforth  officially  held  gold  should  be  used  only 
to  effect  transfers  among  monetary  authorities  and,  therefore,  they  decided 
no  longer  to  supply  gold  to  the  London  gold  market  or  any  other  gold  market. 
Moreover,  as  the  existing  stock  of  monetary  gold  is  sufficient  in  view  of  the  pro- 
spective establishment  of  the  facility  for  Special  Drawing  Rights,  they  no 
longer  feel  it  necessary  to  buy  gold  from  the  market.  Finally,  they  agreed  that 
henceforth  they  will  not  sell  gold  to  monetary  authorities  to  replace  gold  sold 
in  private  markets. 

The  Governors  agreed  to  cooperate  even  more  closely  than  in  the  past  to 
minimize  flows  of  funds  contributing  to  instability  in  the  exchange  markets,  and 
to  offset  as  necessary  any  such  flows  that  may  arise. 

In  view  of  the  importence  of  the  pound  sterling  in  the  international  monetary 
system,  the  Governors  have  agreed  to  provide  further  facilities  which  will  bring 
the  total  of  credits  immediately  available  to  the  U.K.  authorities  (including  the 
IMF  standby)  to  $4  billion. 

The  Governors  invite  the  cooperation  of  other  central  banks  in  the  policies 
set  forth  above; 


Exhibit  40. — Statement  by  the  Managing  Director  of  the  International  Monetary 
Fund,  Mr.  Pierre-Paul  Schweitzer,  March  17,  1968 

During  their  meeting  in  Washington  over  the  past  two  days,  the  active  mem- 
bers of  the  Gold  Pool  have  decided  to  stop  supplying  gold  from  monetary  reserves 
to  the  London  gold  market  or  any  other  gold  market.  This  decision  is  readily 
understandable  as  a means  of  conserving  the  stock  of  monetary  gold  which  has 
recently  been  subject  to  heavy  drains  through  such  operations  in  the  London 
market.  The  decision,  of  course,  involves  no  departure  from  the  obligation  of 
these  countries  to  maintain  the  par  values  of  their  currencies  established  with 
the  International  Monetary  Fund. 

Countries  adhering  to  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  Fund  undertake  to 
collaborate  with  the  Fund  to  promote  exchange  stability  and  to  maintain 
orderly  exchange  arrangements  with  each  other.  It  is  most  important  that  the 
monetary  authorities  of  all  member  countries  should  continue  to  conduct  gold 
transactions  consistently  with  this  undertaking  and  that  they  should  cooperate 
fully  to  conserve  the  stock  of  monetary  gold.  Such  action  will  be  an  important 
contribution  to  the  functioning  of  the  international  monetary  system. 

In  the  longer  run  it  will  not  be  sufficient  simply  to  conserve  global  reserves. 
In  this  connection  it  is  to  be  noted  that  work  on  the  establishment  of  the  special 
drawing  rights  facility  in  the  Fund  is  proceeding  on  schedule.  It  Is  to  be  hoped 
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that  this  facility  will  enter  into  force  with  the  least  possible  delay  in  order  to 
make  it  possible  to  supplement  existing  reserve  assets  as  and  when  needed. 


Exhibit  41. — Communique  of  the  Ministerial  Meeting  of  the  Group  of  Ten, 
March  29-30,  1968,  Stockholm,  Sweden 

1.  The  Ministers  and  central  bank  Governors  of  the  10  countries  participaiting 
in  ithe  General  Arrangements  to  Borrow  met  in  Stockholm  on  29^30  March  1968, 
under  the  chairmanship  of  Mr.  Krister  Wickman,  Minister  for  Economic  Affairs 
of  Sweden.  Mr.  Pierre-Paul  Schweitzer,  Managing  Director  of  the  International 
Monetary  Fund,  took  part  in  the  meeting,  which  was  also  attended  by  the 
President  of  the  Swiss  National  Bank,  the  Secretary-General  of  the  OECD  and 
the  General  Manager  of  the  BIS. 

2.  Ministers  and  Governors  first  discussed  the  international  monetary  situa- 
tion and,  second,  they  considered  a report  by  the  Chairman  of  their  Deputies 
on  a Proposed  Amendment  to  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  IMP  which  has 
been  drawn  up  in  accordance  with  the  Resolution  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  IMP  adopted  at  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Pund  in  Rio  de  Janeiro  last 
September.  This  Amendment  relates  to  the  scheme  for  special  drawing  rights 
in  the  Pund,  the  Outline  of  which  was  approved  at  that  meeting,  and  to  im- 
provements in  the  present  rules  and  practices  of  the  Pund. 

3.  The  Ministers  and  Governors  expressed  great  satisfaction  with  the  action 
taken  by  the  United  Kingdom  which  is  designed  to  achieve  a substantial  overall 
surplus  in  the  United  Kingdom’s  balance  of  payments  by  1969.  They  also  took 
note  with  equal  satisfaction  of  the  declaration  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  stressing  how  much  the  United  States  is  con- 
scious that  early  action  is  necessary,  through  appropriate  fiscal  and  monetary 
measures,  to  improve  substantially  its  balance  of  payments  and  that  this 
objective  is  given  the  highest  priority  by  the  President  of  the  United  States 
in  the  interests  not  only  of  the  U.S.  economy  but  also  of  the  general  stability 
of  the  international  monetary  system. 

4.  The  Ministers  and  Governors  reafiBrmed  their  determination  to  cooperate 
In  the  maintenance  of  exchange  stability  and  orderly  exchange  arrangements 
in  the  world,  based  on  the  present  oflicial  price  of  gold. 

5.  They  consider  that,  while  the  scheme  to  establish  special  drawing  rights 
In  the  IMP  referred  to  in  paragraph  7 on  which  they  have  now  agreed  will 
not  provide  a solution  to  all  international  monetary  problems,  it  will  make 
a very  substantial  contribution  to  strengthening  the  monetary  system. 

6.  Moreover,  they  intend  to  strengthen  the  close  cooperation  between  govern- 
ments as  well  as  between  central  banks  to  stabilize  world  monetary  conditions. 

7.  As  regards  the  Amendment  to  the  Articles  of  the  IMP,  the  Ministers 
and  Governors  noted  with  appreciation  the  performance  of  the  Executive  Direc- 
tors of  the  IMP  in  carrying  out  the  task  entrusted  to  them  and  agreed  to  give 
the  necessary  authority  to  the  Executive  Directors  of  their  countries,  so  that, 
in  cooperation  with  those  of  other  countries,  they  will  be  able  to  complete  the 
final  draft  of  the  proposed  Amendment. 

In  approving  the  changes  in  the  rules  and  practices  of  the  existing  structure 
of  the  IMP,  the  Ministers  and  Governors  agreed  to  cooperate  with  each  other 
and  the  other  members  of  the  Pund  to  avoid  .their  application  in  any  unduly 
restrictive  manner. 

They  took  note  that  this  proposed  Amendment  will  be  attached  to  a Resolu- 
tion which  will  be  transmitted  to  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  IMP  with  an 
explanatory  Report  and  that  Governors  will  be  requested  to  vote  by  corres- 
pondence as  is  the  usual  practice  of  the  Pund. 

The  Ministers  and  Governors  noted  that  the  Managing  Director  of  the  Pund 
was  confident  that  the  Executive  Directors  would  be  able  to  transmit  these  docu- 
ments to  the  Board  of  Governors  within  a brief  period. 

8.  One  delegation  did  not  associate  itself  with  paragraphs  2, 4,  5,  and  7 

above,  in  view  of  the  differences  which  it  has  found  between  the  Outline  adopted 
at  the  meetings  in  London  and  Bio  de  Janeiro  and  the  draft  text  now  submitted 
by  the  Fund  and  because  the  problems  which  it  considers  fundamental  have 
not  been  examined. 

Consequently,  this  i delegation  fully  reserves  its  position  and  will  wait  until 
it  is  in  possession  of  the  final  texts  before  reporting  to  its  government. 
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Exhibit  42. — Remarks  by  Secretary  Fowler  as  Governor  for  the  United  States 
and  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Governors,  April  22,  1968,  at  the  inaugural 
session  of  the  9th  annual  meeting  of  the  Inter-American  Development  Bank, 
Bogota,  Colombia 

Today  we  move  another  step  forward  in  achieving  the  dreams  and  ideals 
of  the  outstanding  patriots  of  the  Hemisphere — from  Bolivar  and  San  Martin, 
Morazan,  and  Juarez,  Washington  and  Jefferson,  to  the  current  expressions  em- 
bodied in  the  declaration  of  the  Presidents  of  the  Americas  at  Punta  del  Este. 
The  world,  with  its  modern  science,  technology  and  communications,  requires 
us  to  examine  the  tasks  we  have  before  us  in  the  broadest  context  of  democracy, 
tranquility,  self-determination,  social  justice  and  the  aspirations  of  the  people 
of  the  Hemisphere. 

It  was  a great  honor  for  me,  in  my  capacity  as  the  Representative  of  the 
Government  and  people  of  the  United  States,  to  have  presided  over  the  Eighth 
Meeting  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Inter-American  Development  Bank. 
It  is  now  my  most  happy  task,  as  the  outgoing  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 
Governors,  to  welcome  the  delegates  to  the  Ninth  Meeting.  May  I express  on 
their  behalf  our  gratification  for  the  hospitality  extended  by  the  Government 
of  Colombia  in  offering  for  our  deliberations  this  historic  site — one  that  is 
so  important  in  the  history  of  this  Hemisphere,  the  beautiful  and  cultured 
city  of  Bogota,  where  so  many  of  the  beginnings  of  our  contemporary  concepts 
of  hemispheric  solidarity  were  nurtured  by  the  liberator — Bolivar. 

In  the  tradition  of  Bolivar  and  the  Congress  of  Panama  of  1826,  the  Inter- 
American  System  formally  began  with  the  Washington  Conference  of  1889-90. 
The  spirit  of  hemispheric  solidarity  developed  constructively  during  the  1930’s 
and  40’s  under  President  Roosevelt’s  “good  neighbor  policy.”  The  Organiza- 
tion of  American  States  was  founded  here  in  Bogota  in  1948. 

The  movement  for  a cooperative  hemispheric  program  for  the  development 
of  Latin  America  found  further  expression  in  the  1950’s  in  the  Brazilian  initia- 
tive known  as  “Operation  Pan  America”  and  in  statements  by  a number  of 
leading  Latin  Americans,  including  the  current  President  of  Chile,  Eduardo 
Prei,  and  the  President  of  this  Republic,  Carlos  Lleras  Restrepo.  In  this  period 
our  Bank  was  founded,  and  was  given  strength  by  the  Act  of  Bogota  of  1960, 
which  recognized  the  need  for  greater  social  progress  and  more  balanced  eco- 
nomic growth. 

In  March  of  1961,  President  Kennedy  called  for  an  Alliance  for  Progress. 
The  Alliance  was  given  specific  expression  that  same  year  in  the  Charter  of 
Punta  del  Este.  Contained  in  this  Charter  was  the  aim  of  a “democratic  mod- 
ernization” of  the  continent,  including  a decisive  econofnic  and  social  advance. 
With  the  creation  of  CIAP — the  Inter-American  Committee  for  the  Alliance 
for  Progress — in  1964  to  review  the  self-help  efforts  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  the  adequacy  of  external  assistance,  the  machinery  of  the  Alliance  was 
viewed  in  a new  focus.  It  was  just  a year  ago  last  week  that  the  Presidents 
of  the  Americas  convened  in  an  historic  meeting  at  Punta  del  Este,  where 
a new  action  program  was  given  to  our  Alliance.  This,  in  the  words  of  President 
Johnson,  was  “a  response  of  farsighted  Latin  American  leadership  to  the  needs 
of  present  and  future  generations.” 

As  part  of  this  process  the  Bank’s  role  in  the  social  and  economic  develop- 
ment of  the  Hemisphere  has  undergone  a profound  change  in  the  first  period 
of  less  than  a decade.  The  initial  emphasis  of  the  IDB  on  financing  specific 
economic  development  projects  has  been  substantially  expanded.  It  now  in- 
cludes increased  attention  to  social  investment,  cooperation  in  planning  for 
the  study  and  implementation  of  institutional  reforms,  and  the  promotion  of 
multinational  undertakings  aiding  the  process  of  regional  integration. 

The  Bank  and  Latin  American  integration 

Since  its  early  period,  the  Bank  has  sought  to  fulfill  the  hope  and  vision  of 
President  Herrera  that  it  serve  as  “the  Bank  of  Integration”  within  the  Alliance 
for  Progress.  Its  contributions  in  the  field  of  regional  integration  already  are  man- 
ifold and  include  the  preinvestment  fund  for  Latin  American  integration,  an  in- 
stitute for  the  study  of  problems  of  integration,  a comprehensive  examination  of 
the  prospects  for  the  integrated  development  of  such  areas  as  the  River  Plate 
basin,  as  well  as  the  commitment  of  substantial  sums  for  integration  projects. 

The  Bank’s  role  in  the  integration  process  is  one  of  broad  significance.  More 
is  involved  than  the  narrow  function  of  providing  technical  and  financial  support 
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to  projects  that  happen  to  involve  both  sides  of  some  international  boundary.  The 
main  impact  of  integration  on  intraregional  relationships  is  aiready  reasonably 
weli  understood.  We  shouid  now  recognize  that  the  Bank’s  activities  in  support  of 
integration  are  helping  to  propel  Latin  America  as  a region  into  new  economic  and 
trade  relationships  with  the  rest  of  the  world. 

The  shape,  speed  and  effectiveness  of  this  integration  will  depend  primarily 
upon  the  follow-through  on  the  commitment  by  Latin  American  governments. 
But  the  Bank  can  and  should  stimulate  and  catalyze  governmental  and  private 
action  toward  an  outwardly  oriented  Latin  American  economy.  The  Bank  can 
make  difficult  steps  easier  for  governments  by  providing  expert  technical  and  capi- 
tal assistance.  The  Presidents  of  the  Americas  agreed  at  Punta  del  Este  to  mo- 
bilize resources  within  and  without  the  Hemisphere  in  support  of  integration. 
The  Bank  is  the  logical  channel  through  which  these  funds  can  be  applied.  By 
thus  performing  its  tasks  in  support  of  the  creation  of  a unified  Latin  American 
economy,  the  Bank  will,  at  the  same  time,  he  preparing  the  way  for  new  and  pow- 
erful Latin  American  voices  to  be  heard  in  the  world’s  trade  and  financial  circles. 

Physical  integration 

With  considerable  realism,  the  Presidents  at  Punta  del  Este  last  year  coupled 
their  plan  for  the  creation  of  a Latin  American  Common  Market  with  a plan  of 
equal  daring  for  the  creation  of  the  physical  underpinning  which  is  basic  to  the 
emergence  of  a viable  Common  Market.  The  Bank  is  clearly  a hemispheric  body  in 
a special  position  and  especially  equipped  to  supply  both  the  required  expertise 
and  external  financial  resources  for  the  creation  of  the  facilities  of  physical 
integration. 

For  many  years  President  Johnson,  who  has  long  held  a deep  personal  interest 
in  Latin  America  and  its  problems,  has  been  concerned  with  the  possibilities  for 
major  advances  in  tying  Latin  America  closer  together  through  physical  projects. 
Fie  wished  me  to  greet  you,  and  it  would  be  particularly  relevant  if  I read  to  you 
at  this  point  the  following  letter,  which  I received  from  him  just  before  my  de- 
parture from  Washington. : 

“Dear  Secretary  Fowler ; 

“It  has  been  a matter  of  pride  that  you,  as  United  States  Governor  of  the 
Inter-American  Development  Bank,  have  served  during  the  past  year  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  that  distinguished  organization.  Before  you 
relinquish  your  duties  as  Chairman,  I would  appreciate  it  if  you  would  convey  the 
following  personal  message  from  me  to  the  Ninth  Annual  Meeting  in  Bogota  : 

“It  is  a pleasure  for  me  again  to  be  able  to  salute  the  annual  gathering  of  the 
Inter-American  Development  Bank— the  financial  cornerstone  of  hemispheric 
cooperation  in  the  urgent  tasks  of  the  Alliance  for  Progress.  Last  year,  the 
Governors  took  a far  reaching  action  to  expand  the  Bank’s  resources.  The 
United  States  responded  promptly  with  its  $900  million  share  over  a 3-year 
period  in  the  $1.2  billion  increase  for  lending  by  the  Fund  for  Special  Operations. 
Our  Congress  is  now  well  along  in  its  consideration  of  a $412  million  increase 
in  our  callable  subscription  to  the  Bank’s  ordinary  capital.  These  expanded 
resources  and  the  loans  they  will  make  possible  hold  the  promise  of  record  levels 
of  achievements  by  a Bank  that  is  already  making  a major  contribution  to  Latin 
American  development.  Under  Felipe  Herrera’s  skillful  and  inspiring  leadership, 
the  Executive  Directors  and  Staff  have  responded  to  the  challenges  before  it. 

“When  I joined  with  my  fellow  Presidents  of  the  Americas  at  Punta 
del  Este  a year  ago  this  month,  it  was  evident  to  all  of  us  that  the  master  key 
to  full  development  of  Latin  America’s  rich  human  and  natural  resource 
potentials  was  the  achievement  of  integration  of  the  markets  and  economies 
of  the  Latin  American  community.  We  foresaw  the  vital  importance  of  estab- 
lishing a Common  Market  through  the  convergence  of  the  Latin  American  Free 
Trade  area  and  the  Central  American  Common  Market. 

“It  was  equally  clear  that  a necessary  prerequisite  was  a solid  beginning 
in  achieving  the  physical  integration  of  Latin  America — building  the  visible 
and  tangible  interconnections  that  make  possible  the  free  interchange  of 
economic  factors— the  roads  and  river  systems,  power  grids  and  pipelines, 
transport  and  telecommunications. 

“My  thoughts  since  that  historic  gathering  at  Punta  del  Este  have  con- 
tinued to  dwell  on  the  vast  perspectives  that  lie  in  the  physical  integration 
process.  The  Inter-American  Development  Bank  is  in  a position  to  play  a 
leadersMp  role  in  the  work  to  be  done  in  this  field,  as  is  the  Inter- American 
Committee  for  the  Alliance  for  Progress. 
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“We  must  organisse  hemispherically  for  this  task  and  draw  on  the  best 
available  wisdom  and  expertise  to  plan  the  way  ahead.  I hope  that  your 
meeting  and  related  ones  in  Washington  this  month  will  enaWe  us  to  spell 
out  in  greater  detail  a mechanism  by  which  we  can,  together,  chart  our  way 
toward  the  bright  prospect  of  the  full  realization  of  this  fundamental  goal  of 
the  Alliance.” 

This  is  the  text  of  President  Johnson’s  message  to  our  meeting. 
Financial  resources  in  relation  to  operations 

The  special  re^onsibility  of  the  Bank  for  financing  physical  and  other 
approaches  to  integration,  as  well  as  its  continuing  fundamental  responsibility 
for  financing  economic  and  social  progress  within  national  frameworks,  re- 
quire financial  resources  adequate  to  the  tasks.  Our  meeting  last  year  set 
in  motion  major  efforts  to  ensure  that  such  resources  would  be  available  and 
more  effectively  used. 

We  must  follow  through  on  each  phase  of  these  efforts — replenishing  the 
Fund  for  Special  Operations,  increasing  the  callable  capital,  increasing  utili- 
zation of  a part  of  the  FSO  contributions  of  rapidly  advancing  Latin  Amer- 
ican countries  for  projects  in  other  menrber  countries,  expanding  the  ability 
of  PSO  to  finance  needed  imports  by  reducing  the  use  of  its  hard  currency 
resources  for  local  cash,  and  increasing  the  availability  of  resources  from 
non-member  countries. 

The  Bank,  Latin  America  and  the  world  economy 

I have  tried  thus  far  to  place  the  Bank’s  activities  as  described  in  its 
lucid  and  impressive  Annual  Report  in  their  .broadest  regional  perspectives. 
But  there  is  an  even  broader  relationship.  That  is  the  place  of  the  Bank 
and  its  individual  member  countries,  singly  and  collectively,  as  elements  in 
an  active,  viable  and  effective  world  trade  and  payments  system.  In  such  an 
improved  system,  goods  and  services  can  move  more  freely  across  national 
boundanles  and  between  continents  and  hemispheres,  with  public  and  private 
capital  flowing  easily  in  the  directions  indicated  by  both  the  need  for  eco- 
nomic growth  and  development  and  economic  return. 

In  such  a broad  context,  recent  developments  in  the  international  monetary 
system,  and  the  imminent  prospect  for  major  improvements  in  that  system, 
are  of  great  relevance. 

We  have  confronted  in  the  past  year — and  have  surmounted — the  most 
serious  threat  to  the  world  monetary  system  of  the  post-war  period.  We  are 
emerging  into  a period  in  which  new  strengths  are  becoming  apparent.  They 
are  strengths  born  of  a spirit  of  multilateral  financial  cooi)eratiou. 

The  March  17  action  taken  in  Washington  with  respect  to  gold  by  the 
central  banks  of  the  seven  members  of  the  former  gold  pool,  and  subsequently 
endorsed  by  most  other  monetary  authorities,  has  relieved  the  pressure  of 
speculative  private  activity  in  gold,  draining  away  ofilcial  stocks.  The  favor- 
able response  in  Latin  America  and  elsewhere  to  the  new  monetary  gold  ar- 
rangements is  another  example  of  the  same  spirit  of  financial  cooperation 
that  brought  this  Bank  into  being  and  that  will  motivate  all  of  us  here  today 
and  in  the  future  to  continue  our  mutually  beneficial  cooperation  as  new 
opportunities  emerge. 

This  year  is  one  of  great  opportunity  for  the  international  monetary  sys- 
tem. To  assume  adequate  reserve  growth  to  support  expansion  of  world  trade 
and  payments,  we  should  now  turn  our  full  energies  to  bringing  into  effect 
the  new  Special  Drawing  Rights  facility  in  the  International  Monetary  Fund. 
Latin  America  was  the  scene  last  September  when,  at  the  Bio  conference 
of  the  Fund,  a decision  was  taken  to  press  forward  with  the  proposal  for 
a new  reserve  asset  in  the  form  of  Special  Drawings  Bights. 

The  International  Monetary  Fund  today  released  in  Washington  the  text 
of  the  proposed  amendment  to  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  Fund  that 
will  permit  the  implementation  of  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  system.  The 
resolution  embodying  these  changes  is  being  submitted  to  the  Governors  of  the 
International  Monetary  Fund  to  be  approved  by  them  by  May  31  as  satis- 
factory for  submission  to  member  Governments  for  ratification. 

For  our  part,  I will  promptly  cast  my  vote  as  U.S.  Governor  of  the  Fund 
for  the  resolution  approving  the  amendment  for  submission  to  Government.?. 
After  my  return  to  Washington,  I exi)ect  that  early  in  the  month  of  May 
legi.slation  to  authorize  final  acceptance  of  the  SDR  arrangements  by  the 
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U.S.  Government  will  be  submitted  to  the  Congress,  where  I can  assure  you 
it  will  be  vigorously  pressed  by  the  Administration  and,  I hope,  accorded 
strong  support  by  our  lawmakers  in  both  major  political  parties. 

We  can  all  view  Special  Drawing  Rights  as  contrilbuting  to  a better  world 
economic  structure,  within  which  both  expanding  trade  and  development  ef- 
forts can  move  ahead  more  effectively. 

For  a penetrating  analysis  of  their  particular  meaning  for  developing  coun- 
tries, I commend  for  your  reading  the  excellent  study  by  the  distinguished 
Managing  Director  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund,  Mr.  Pierre-Paul 
Schweitzer,  entitled  “The  New  Arrangements  To  Supplement  World  Reserves 
and  Their  Implications  for  Developing  Countries.” 

I do  not  wish  to  suggest  that  we  regard  SDR’s  as  a panacea  leading  to  an 
immediate  solution  of  all  world  monetary  problems.  Nor  should  we  have  any 
illusions  that  SDR’s  will  provide  immediate  solution  for  national  balance  of 
payments  problems,  either  our  own  or  yours. 

The  urgent  business  that  requires  my  return  to  Washington  tomorrow  will 
have  a direct  effect  on  the  ability  of  the  United  States  to  achieve  balance  of 
payments  equilibrium  and  thereby  strengthen  the  stability  of  the  international 
monetary  system.  In  that  light,  this  business  is  of  concern  to  each  of  you  and 
the  Bank  as  our  trading  and  financial  partners  in  the  world  economic  system. 
I refer  to  our  tax  Increase  and  expenditure  reduction  program,  which  will 
determine  to  an  important  degree  our  budgetary  and  aggregate  demand  levels 
in  the  crucial  period  ahead.  An  economy  like  ours,  simply  because  it  is  huge, 
does  not  acquire  immunity  to  the  need  for  belt-tightening  to  bring  disposi- 
tions of  resources  into  better  balance  with  availabilities  of  resources  so  as  to 
avoid  damaging  and  dangerous  inflation.  This  is  a problem  which  I know  you 
will  understand  from  your  own  experiences.  Except  for  the  question  of  scale, 
we  all  engage  in  the  same  diflacult  struggle  to  order  our  priorities  wisely. 

I deeply  regret  that  I will  not  be  able  to  remain  with  you  all  week.  My  ex- 
perience in  Mexico  City  and  Washington  convinces  me  of  the  great  value  of 
these  deliberations;  I shall  continue  to  follow  them  closely  through  the  U.S. 
Delegation.  You  may  be  assured  of  unflagging  U.S.  support  for  the  multi- 
lateral goals  and  objectives  of  the  Bank. 

I wish  you  continued  success  in  these  important  deliberations  and  invite 
the  election  of  my  successor  to  the  Chair. 


Exhibit  43. — Remarks  by  Secretary  Fowler,  April  30,  1968,  before  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  of  the  United  States,  on  the  hour  of  fiscal  responsibility 

It  is  always  an  honor  for  me  to  meet  with  this  distinguished  group  of  business 
leaders  who  convene  here  at  this  season  out  of  their  concern  with  our  national 
economic  and  financial  problems  and  policies. 

The  timing  of  our  meeting  together  is  particularly  propitious — ^for  you  be- 
cause you  escape  a much  more  detailed  speech  since  I must  participate  later 
today  in  a meeting  with  conferees  of  the  House  and  Senate,  a group  of  some  of 
the  most  distinguished  members  of  Congress,  designated  from  the  tax-writing 
Committees.  The  conference  will  seek  to  resolve  the  differences  between  the  Tax 
Adjustment  Act  as  passed  by  the  House  continuing  certain  excise  taxes  and  the 
Senate  act  called  “Balance  of  Payments  and  Domestic  Economy  Act  of  1968” 
which  does  thiat  and  a great  many  more  things,  including  increasing  income 
taxes  and  reducing  Federal  expenditures. 

This  week  you  will  be  meeting  your  representatives  in  the  Congress,  and  this 
morning’s  session  gives  me  an  opportunity  to  share  with  you  my  views  on  a 
topic  which  is  at  the  top  of  the  legislative  agenda — what  to  do  about  taxes  and 
appropriations.  Let  me  say  in  advance  that  my  remarks  on  this  topic  are 
meant  to  be  calm,  deliberate,  unexcited  and  unemotional — and  in  prepared  text — 
and  not  intended  to  give  offense.  In  the  spot  I am  in  I cannot  afford  to  be  mad 
at  anybody  and  I need  help  from  all — particularly  you  and  the  Congress. 

For  in  the  month  ahead,  indeed  the  week  ahead,  in  fact  today,  and  in  ithis 
very  hour,  your  national  Government,  your  Nation,  and  each  one  of  us  faces  the 
hour  of  responsibility — the  hour  of  sober  fiscal  responsibility.  In  it  we  must  make 
a momentous  decision. 

Thait  decision  is  whether  or  not  we  will  pay  our  bills  and  order  our  economic 
and  financial  affairs  in  such  a manner  as  to  decisively  reduce  the  twin  deficits 
in  our  Federal  budget  and  in  our  international  balance  of  payments. 
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These  deficits  rose  to  such  proportions  in  1967  that,  unless  reversed  and 
sharply  reduced  in  1968,  they  threalten  to  halt  the  tremendous  economic  progress 
the  United  States  has  made  over  the  past  7%  years  and  the  remarkable  accom- 
plishments achieved  by  the  free  world  economy  over  the  past  20  years. 

These  twin  deficits  menace  the  continued  strength  and  stability  of  the  Ameri- 
can economy,  the  future  of  the  economies  of  many  other  nations  whose  destinies 
are  closely  linked  to  ours,  and  the  viability  of  the  international  monetary  system, 
which  depends  so  heavily  on  a strong  U.S.  dollar  as  ithe  world’s  principal  reserve 
and  business  transaction  currency. 

The  deficit  in  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  has  been  persistent  for  a number 
of  years.  It  has  caused  a heavy  loss  in  the  liquid  reserves  behind  the  dollar.  Al- 
though each  year  has  seen  an  inoreaise  in  our  overall  net  asset  position,  including 
long-term  as  well  as  short-term  assets  and  liabilities,  our  liquidity  position  as 
the  world’s  banker  has  steadily  weakened  because  of  this  increasing  imbalance 
in  our  Short-term  position.  This  situation  has  been  tolerated  in  the  financial 
world  primarily  because  of  the  strength  and  competitive  capacity  of  the  U.S. 
economy  Which  has  been  capable  in  each  of  the  last  7 years  of  producing  a 
substantial  trade  surplus. 

But,  in  the  last  6 months  a sharp  increase  in  our  balance  of  payments  deficit 
has  been  accompanied  by  a serious  deterioration  in  our  trade  surplus,  resulting 
from  an  economy  that  is  growing  at  too  fast  a rate  of  speed,  growth  that  is  ac- 
companied by  an  unacceptable  rate  of  Inflation,  a wage-price  upward  spiral, 
and  work  stoppages,  real  or  threatened,  affecting  key  sectors  of  foreign  trade. 

A major  contributing  factor  to  the  current  balance  of  payments  situation 
with  its  declining  trade  margin,  and  one  that  threatens  our  future  prosperity 
and  the  stability  of  our  domestic  economy,  is  the  coincidence  of  a highly  stimula- 
tive deficit  in  our  internal  Federal  budget  this  fiscal  year  with  a period  of 
expanding  economic  activity. 

And  what  is  more  frightening  is  the  massive  deficit — in  excess  of  $20  billion — 
projected  for  the  next  fiscal  year — unless  in  the  weeks  immediately  ahead  the 
U.S.  Congress — whose  members  you  will  be  meeting  this  week — adopts  a legisla- 
tive package  of  fiscal  restraint  that  combines  a substantial  income  tax  increase 
with  a reduction  in  the  expenditures  and  appropriations  projected  in  the  Janu- 
ary budget. 

Given  our  high  employment  economy  with  heavy  defense  expenditures,  some 
inescapable  increases  in  the  civilian  costs  of  Government,  and  a private  economic 
sector  that  is  advancing  sharply  on  a wide  front,  the  acceptance  of  enlarged 
deficits  in  the  budget  and  the  balance  of  payments  is  contrary  to  sound  economic 
and  financial  policy — against  all  the  wisdom  either  of  conventional  or  the  so- 
called  new  economics.  Accordingly,  it  is  the  inescapable  responsibility  of  the 
Government  to  use  fiscal  and  monetary  policy  to  reduce  these  deficits  and  to 
brake  the  economy  to  a safe  cruising  speed. 

We  are  facing  nothing  less  than  a test  of  representative  government  in 
economic  and  financial  affairs. 

The  ability  of  the  United  States  to  sustain  strong,  stable  and  noninflationary 
growth  is  now  being  severely  challenged  and  tested.  The  manner  in  which  we 
respond  to  this  test  will  determine  our  national  capacity  to  avert  the  swings 
of  feverish  inflation,  as  well  as  the  despair  of  recession  or  stagnation,  by  the 
intelligent  use  of  a flexible  fiscal  policy  conjoined  to  appropriate  monetary 
policy.  Make  no  mistake.  Our  economic  future  and  that  of  the  entire  free  world 
are  at  stake  in  this  hour  of  fiscal  responsibility. 

The  strength  of  the  world  economy  and  the  continuance  of  a viable  inter- 
national monetary  system  depend  to  a large  extent  on  a sustained  level  of  staJble 
economic  growth  in  the  United  States  and  the  maintenance  of  a sound  dollar — 
sound  in  terms  of  prices  and  exchange  rates. 

This  is  true  at  all  times,  but  particularly  at  a time  when  confidence  in  that 
system  has  been  shaken,  as  it  was  last  November  by  the  devaluation  of  the 
British  pound  and  a number  of  other  lesser  currencies,  and  the  speculative  buy- 
ing of  gold  that  cost  the  United  States  more  than  $2  billion  of  its  gold  reserves 
in  these  last  6 months. 

We  simply  cannot — must  not — under  these  circumstances  continue  to  accept 
these  twin  deficits  in  our  balance  of  payments  and  internal  Federal  budget.  To 
do  so  is  to  forsake  prudence,  take  intolerable  risks,  and  refuse  to  exercise  the 
fiscal  discipline  required  for  the  preservation  of  a balanced  prosperity.  And 
without  such  a balanced  prosperity,  we  can  never  hope  to  achieve  our  national 
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goals  of  peace  and  progress  abroad  and  domestic  tranquility  at  home  born  of 
shared  opportunities  and  benefits  of  our  free  private  enterprise  system. 

That  is  not  just  the  view  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  It  is  shared  by  the 
President,  Chairman  William  McOhesney  Martin  and  the  entire  Federal  Reserve 
Board,  the  Council  of  Economic  Advisers,  and  the  vast  preponderance  of  eco- 
nomic and  financial  authorities,  private  and  public,  here  and  in  other  lands. 

It  is  a view  shared  by  many  members  of  Congress  of  both  parties  including 
a substantial  majority  of  the  Senate,  reflected  in  the  voting  in  late  March 
and  early  April  on  the  Act  referred  to  earlier. 

But  as  yet,  that  sentiment  has  not  been  translated  into  the  decisive  legislative 
action  that  is  necessary. 

What  are  the  principal  measures  the  Nation  is  asked  to  accept  temporarily 
so  that  we  can  assure  a safe  passage  through  these  financial  shoals  to  continuing 
prosperity  and  security,  while  meeting  our  urgent  national  responsibilities  at 
home  and  abroad?  They  are  these : 

1.  A temporary  increase  in  personal  income  taxes  amounting  to  an  average 
of  one  penny  on  every  dollar  of  income  we  earn  and  a temporary  ten  percent 
.surcharge  on  corporate  tax  liabilities. 

2.  A cut  in  Government  expenditures  and  appropriations  usable  in  the  next 
fiscal  year  beginning  July  1 for  Federal  programs  of  lesser  priority  and  urgency. 
Some  of  these  are  identified  on  pages  20  and  22  of  the  President’s  January  budget 
message. 

3.  Appropriate  monetary  policy  which  in  this  period  calls  for  moderation  in 
the  provision  of  additional  credit  and  money  supply. 

4.  Avoidance  of  highly  inflationary  wage-price  decisions  and  crippling  work 
stoppages,  real  or  threatened,  that  Induce  an  Increase  in  imports  and  interfere 
with  export  expansion. 

6.  Reductions  in  our  expenditures  overseas,  both  governmental  and  private, 
except  where  they  are  absolutely  essential  to  our  national  commitments. 

Having  earlier  recommended  the  tax  increase  and  additional  measures  of 
expenditure  control  and  reduction  in  his  message  on  August  3,  1967,  President 
Johnson  incorporated  these  proposals,  together  with  a broadened  and  more 
stringent  series  of  balance  of  payments  measures,  in  his  New  Year’s  Day  Mes- 
sage to  the  Nation.  ' o 

This  program  Includes  unwelcome  and  unpleasant  measures.  It  involves  tem- 
porary sacrifices  by  the  American  people,  our  businesses  and  our  banking  in- 
stitutions. We  do  not  like  to  ask  them — we  cannot  afford  to  ask  less  at  this  point 
of  our  history.  Too  much  is  at  stake  for  us  to  rely  on  halfway,  business-as- 
usual  measures,  hoping  that  they  will  sufBce,  thinking  that  we  still  have  lots 
of  time  to  come  to  grips  with  our  financial  problems.  The  simple  fact  is  that — 
we  are  running  out  of  time — and  neither  the  United  States  nor  other  nations 
can  wait  much  longer  for  us  to  bring  our  financial  affairs  much  closer  to  balance. 

Fiscal  restraint  is  even  more  urgently  required  today  than  it  was  when  the 
President  recommended  it  to  the  Congress  nine  months  ago.  A tax  increase  on 
the  scale  recommended  then,  coupled  with  reductions  in  Federal  expenditures, 
has  been  and  continues  to  be  the  single  most  decisive  and  important  action  we 
can  take  to  protect  our  economic  security  and  strengthen  the  dollar. 

At  the  direction  of  the  President,  my  colleagues  in  the  Administration  and 
I,  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  have  sought  this  tax  increase 
and  effective  measures  of  expenditure  control  diligently  and  persistently — last 
August,  again  in  late  November,  again  in  January.  We  pressed  hard  again  in 
mid-March  in  the  midst  of  the  gold  crisis. 

It  is  now  clear  that  the  case  presented  then,  and  challenged  by  some,  has 
been  abundantly  confirmed  by  developments. 

Last  August  and  on  these  later  occasions,  we  urged  that  a tax  increase,  along 
with  expenditure  control,  was  necessary  if  the  1968  budget  deficit  then  projected 
in  excess  of  $20  billion  was  to  be  substantially  reduced,  thereby 

(a)  avoiding  a coincidence  of  a highly  stimulative  deficit  with  a rapidly 
expanding  private  economy  which  would  make  the  combination  increasingly 
inflationary. 

(b)  minimizing  the  Federal  credit  demands  which  would  otherwise  induce 
substantially  higher  interest  rates  and  tighter  credit. 

(c)  protecting  oiir  trade  surplus  from  the  decline  that  invariably  accom- 
panies an  excessively  exuberant  economy. 

(d)  maintaining  confidence  in  the  ability  of  the  U.S.  Government  to  put  its 
financial  house  in  order. 
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But  there  were  those  who  insisted  that  a tax  increase  was  not  necessary,  if 
only  expenditures  were  reduced.  In  the  field  of  expenditures,  there  was  much 
talk  and  some  action. 

From  August  through  Novemher,  appropriation  hills  for  the  entire  range 
of  Federal  activities  were  enacted  by  the  Congress.  Upon  the  recommendation 
of  the  Administration,  Congress  enacted  a law  providing  an  omnibus,  cross- 
the-board  cut  in  all  controllable  expenditures.  As  a result  of  these  actions 
there  were  specific  reductions  in  expenditures  for  many  budgeted  items  totaling 
$4%  billion. 

But  there  was  no  tax  increase. 

What  was  the  result? 

Today  the  1968  budget  deficit  is  still  running  as  high  as  it  was  last  August. 

AVhy? 

Because  while  controllable  expenditures  were  being  reduced,  others  less  con- 
trollable such  as  Vietnam  war  costs,  interest  on  the  public  debt,  and  matching 
payments  to  States  required  by  law  were  increasing. 

Last  August  there  were  those  who  opposed  the  tax  increase  because  they 
doubted  the  economic  forecast  of  a fast-rising  economy  after  the  slow  start  of 
early  1967.  What  happened  ? 

The  gross  national  product  increased  more  than  $16  billion  per  quarter  in 
the  second  half  of  1967  in  contrast  with  less  than  $6.5  billion  per  quarter  aver- 
age in  the  first  half.  And  the  increase  in  the  first  quarter  of  1968  was  an  extraor- 
dinary $20  billion,  exceeding  all  previous  records.  Inventory  accumulation  in 
the  first  quarter  of  1968  was  unusually  low,  so  that  final  sales  were  up  by  an 
enormous  $25  billion. 

Last  August  there  were  some  who  doubted  there  would  be  an  inflationary 
trend  in  the  absence  of  a tax  increase. 

,ln  the  hot-house  atmosphere  of  excessive  demand,  prices  and  wages  were 
bound  to  rise  sharply.  The  evidence  that  this  is  already  happening  is  as  plain 
as  can  be.  In  the  first  quarter,  the  GNP  deflator  rose  at  more  than  4 percent 
at  an  annual  rate.  The  consumer  price  index  has  advanced  about  314  percent 
in  the  past  year,  and  wholesale  prices  recently  have  shown  very  rapid  advances. 
Wage  settlements  have  become  more  inflationary.  All  of  these  developments,  of 
course,  create  serious  burdens  and  inequities  at  home  and  are  a major  detri- 
ment to  our  international  competitive  position. 

The  view  is  sometimes  expressed  that  the  inflationary  pressures  that  we  are 
now  experiencing  should  largely  be  ascribed  to  “cost-push”  rather  than  “demand- 
pull.”  The  fact  is  that  in  recent  quarters,  the  advance  in  overall  demand  has  ac- 
celerated sharply  and  that  over  the  same  period,  there  has  also  been  a very 
substantial  step-up  in  prices. 

It  simply  is  not  reasonable  to  assume  that  these  developments  are  uncon- 
nected. It  is  true  that  part  of  the  present  push  for  higher  wages  is  based  on  a 
desire  to  catch  up  with  prior  increases  in  the  cost  of  living.  It  is  also  true  that 
if  fiscal  measures  taken  now  should  succeed  in  reducing  overall  demand  pres- 
sures, cost-push  elements  will  still  represent  a substantial  problem  for  the 
economy  for  some  time  to  come.  But  this  in  no  sense  implies  that  there  is  no 
connection  between  overall  demand  developments  and  price  pressures.  Indeed, 
if  proper  fiscal  action  is  taken  now,  we  will  still  have  a fighting  chance  to 
move  the  economy  gradually  back  toward  price  stability,  both  by  reducing 
demand  pressures  on  prices  and  by  creating  a better  environment  for  coping 
with  cost-push.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  we  fail  to  take  steps  to  contain  excessive 
demand,  the  prospects  of  finding  any  effective  ways  of  coping  with  upward 
price  pressures  from  the  cost  side  are  virtually  nil. 

Last  August  we  spoke  about  a continuance  of  the  Federal  deficit  at  a $20 
billion  level  resulting  in  heavy  burdens  on  the  credit  markets.  I don’t  have  to 
tell  this  audience  what  has  happened  to  interest  rates  and  credit.  Rates  have 
increased  in  all  categories  and  credit  is  getting  tighter — and  the  end  may  not 
be  in  sight  unless  there  is  a tax  increase. 

Last  August  we  said  our  balance  of  payments  imsition  would  be  serious 
without  a tax  increase.  It  did  become  serious  largely  because  of  a sharp 
deterioration  in  our  trade  surplus  that  accompanied  a too-rapid  advance  of 
aggregates  of  economic  activity. 

Action  on  the  tax  proposals  has  become  the  symbol  all  over  the  world  of  our 
willingness  to  manage  our  financial  affairs  as  befits  the  country  which  provides 
the  world’s  leading  reserve  and  transaction  currency.  It  has  been  the  matter 
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of  gravest  concern  to  my  fellow  Finance  Ministers  in  every  international 
gathering  I have  attended  since  August  and  in  innumerable  bilateral  exchanges 
here  in  Washington.  America  is  oh  trial  on  the  issue  of  fiscal  responsibility. 
More  is  expected  of  us — because  ours  is  a reserve  currency  country.  We  are  the 
world  hanker  and  the  foreign  holders  of  our  dollars  are,  in  effect,  owners  of 
demand  deposits  in  our  hank. 

Confidence  in  the  dollar  has  suffered  somewhat  because  of  the  failure,  up  to 
now,  of  the  United  States  to  increase  taxes  and  pay  its  bills  in  a manner  con- 
ducive to  the  health  of  the  economy  and  stability  of  the  currency. 

But  happily  this  is  not  the  end  of  the  story. 

It  is  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  speak  plainly  on  these 
matters.  And  I have  done  so  in  the  past  as  I do  now. 

But  it  is  also  his  duty  to  keep  trying,  to  retain  hope,  and  to  have  confidence 
in  the  ultimate  capacity  of  representative  government  to  do  what  is  plainly 
right  even  in  an  election  year. 

It  was  out  of  this  confidence  that  I said  in  mid-March,  during  the  week  of  the 
last  climactic  run  on  the  London  gold  market,  to  the  Senate  Finance  Committee : 

“In  the  light  of  all  these  factors,  it  seems  to  me  that  all  reasonable  men  who 
want  to  preserve  their  country’s  economic  and  political  viability  ought  to  come 
together  and  put  a tax  hill  on  the  books  and  do  that  promptly,  and  I hope  the 
Congress  will  manage  to  do  that  within  the  next  30  days.’’ 

Let  us  review  what  has  happened  since  that  expression  of  hope. 

On  the  following  weekend,  the  Governors  of  the  central  banks  of  the  seven 
participating  gold  pool  countries  met  in  Washington  and  took  historic  decisions 
to  divorce  the  exchange  of  gold  reserves  among  monetary  authorities  from  the 
nonmonetary  markets,  giving  rise  to  a two-price  system. 

Two  weekends  later  the  Finance  Ministers  and  Central  Bank  Governors  of  the 
Group  of  Ten,  the  major  financial  powers,  met  at  Stockholm.  Except  for  the 
representatives  of  France,  they  reached  agreements  that  enabled  the  Executive 
Board  of  the  International  Monetary  .Fund  to  conclude  and  release  its  Report  on 
the  Amendment  of  i the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  International  Monetary 
Fund  providing  for  the  deliberate  and  orderly  creation  of  Special  Drawing 
Rights,  as  new  reserve  assets  to  supplement  gold  and  dollars.  This  will  be  the 
subject  of  a Presidential  message  to  Congress  later  today. 

These  islgnificant  decisions,  however  important  to  preserve  and  improve  the 
workings  of  the  International  monetary  system,  are  no  final  answer  to  the  inade- 
quacies of  that  system  that  stem  from  the  deficits  in  our  balance  of  payments 
and  the  waning  confidence  in  the  holdings  of  reserve  currencies  such  as  the 
dollar. 

In  their  recent  communique  on  March  17'  the  Central  Bank  Governors  noted 
that  an  underlying  premise  for  the  measures  taken  was  their  belief  that  “it  was 
the  determined  policy  of  the  United  States  Government  to  defend  the  value  of 
the  dollar  through  appropriate  fiscal  and  monetary  measures  and  that  sub- 
stantial improvement  of  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  is  a high  priority 
objective.’’ 

This  was  but  a realistic  recognition  of  the  fact  that,  without  the  maintenance 
of  stability  of  the  dollar  as  a reserve  currency,  all  efforts  to  preserve,  maintain 
anid  improve  the  international  monetary  system  are  endangered. 

Because  of  intervening  developments  in  both  the  Senate  and  House,  I was 
able  to  say  to  my  colleagues  atiStockholm  on  March  30 : 

“Fortunately  I am  able  to  report  to  you  that  there  is  a rising  tide  of  feeling 
in  the  Congress  that  the  time  for  decisive  action  on  the  fiscal  front  is  approach- 
ing. There  is  a growing  sense  of  urgency  that  our  financial  situation  must  be  cor- 
rected if  representative  government  is  to  perform  its  function  in  meeting  the 
necessities  of  the  people  rather  than  satisfying  wishful  thinking.” 

I did  not  give  these  assurances  lightly.  Before  leaving  for  Stockholm'  I had 
noted,  as  you  must  have,  that  a bipartisan  coalition,  led  by  iSenator  Smathers  of 
Florida  and  Senator  'John  Williams  of  Delaware,  supported  by  both  Senate 
Majority  Leader  .Mansfield  and  Minority  Leader  Dirksen,  had  registered  the 
clear  conviction  of  a sizable  majority  of  that  body  'favoring  a legislative  package 
that  combined  in  a single  bill  the  President’s  tax  proposals  with  specific  and 
concrete  measures  for  reductions  in  budgeted  expenditures  for  fiscal  1969. 

Moreover,  as  a result  of  extended  consultations  with  Members  of  Congress,  I 
had  concluded  and  bad  publicly  stated  that  it  was  my  belief  that  a responsible 
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majority  in  the  Congress  is  coming  to  the  inescapable  conclusion  that  we  must 
increase  taxes  temporarily,  and  that  if  taxes  are  to  go  up,  the  increase  must  be 
made  temporary  by  conjoining  it  in  a procedural  form  yet  to  be  determined 
with  a reduction  in  the  financial  outlays  and  obligations  projected  in  the  January 
budget. 

I said  on  March  26,  while  speaking  in  Philadelphia,  “The  procedure  by  which 
a formula  for  combining  spending  reductions  and  a tax  increase  is  to  be  devised 
and  enacted  is  a matter  for  decision  by  the  Congress,  its  tax  writing  committees, 
its  appropriations  committees,  and  its  leadership.” 

May  I add  only  that  everything  that  has  happened  since  that  time  has 
confirmed  these  views  and  this  confidence. 

On  March  31  the  President  of  the  United  States  set  country  above  iself — and 
above  all  personal  partisan  causes — by  foregoing  any  plans  to  continue  in  the 
Presidency  beyond  next  January  20.  In  so  doing  he  said : 

“The  Congress  is  now  considering  our  proposals,  and  they  are  considering 
reductions  in  the  budget  that  we  submitted.  As  part  of  a program  of  fiscal 
restraint  that  includes  the  itax  surcharge,  I shall  approve  appropriate  reduc- 
tions in  the  January  budget  when  and  if  Congress  so  decides  that  that  should 
be  done. 

“One  thing  is  unmistakably  clear,  however.  Our  deficit  just  must  be  reduced. 
Failure  to  act  could  bring  on  conditions  that  would  strike  hardest  at  those  people 
that  all  of  us  are  trying  to  help.” 

On  April  2 the  Senate  adopted  the  Williams-Smathers  amendment  providing 
for  the  tax  increase  and  a cut  in  expenditures.  On  April  5 the  House  and  Senate 
conferees  began  their  deliberations ; they  were  continued  on  April  10  and 
resumed  on  April  24  after  the  Easter  recess,  and  will  continue  today. 

Given  the  Government’s  serious  financial  situation  now  recognized  on  all 
sides,  I am  confident  that  the  men  of  wisdom,  experience  and  patriotism  who 
are  involved  will  not  permit  disagreements  over  details  or  procedures,  or  marginal 
differences  as  to  the  degree  of  expenditure  reduction  required,  to  prevent 
decisive  action  to  reduce  our  twin  deficits  to  manageable  proportions. 

And  that  decisive  action  shouid  be  early  and  soon.  Additional  delay  only 
increases  the  risks. 

It  continues  to  be  my  hope  and  expectation  that  appropriate  modifications  can 
be  developed  which  wiil  -satisfy  the  conferees  on  the  substance  of  the  bill ; and 
that  suitable  procedures  satisfying  the  rules  and  prerogatives  of  both  Houses  can 
be  devised  so  as  to  permit  early  and  favorable  consideration  of  the  agreed- 
upon  measure  by  both  Houses. 

In  this  process  the  individual  Congressman  or  Senator  will  not  get  just  what 
he  would  prefer  for  his  constituents  or  for  the  nation.  Nor  will  the  President, 
given  the  special  constitutional  power  of  the  Congress  over  the  purse.  Neither 
will  you  or  I.  But  acting  together  we  can  do  what  needs  to  be  done — take  care 
of  our  essential  needs  at  home  and  abroad  in  a manner  that  will  keep  our 
economy  stable  and  the  dollar  strong. 

In  this  hour  of  national  fiscal  responsibility  I ask  for  your  help  and  I am 
confident  of  the  result. 


Exhibit  44. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler,  May  1,  1968,  before  the  House 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  on  H.R.  16911,  a bill  to  provide  for  U.S. 
participation  in  the  facility  based  on  Special  Drawing  Rights  in  the  Inter- 
national Monetary  Fund 

I 

I appear  before  this  committee  today  to  recommend  action  on  H.B.  16911 
which  would  authorize  the  President  to  accept  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Executive  Directors  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund  to  the  Governors  of 
that  institution.  The  legislation  would  also  give  congressional  approval  for 
U.S.  participation  in  the  Special  Drawing  Account  that  would  be  established 
by  the  amendment  in  order  to  Implement  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  facility. 

The  amendment  is  the  first  that  has  ever  been  negotiated  since  the  adoption 
of  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  Fund,  approved  by  the  Congress  in  the 
Bretton  Woods  Agreements  Act  of  1945.  There  have  been  several  increases  in  the 
resources  of  the  Fund,  the  last  being  approved  in  1965.  In  1962,  the  Congress 
approved  legislation  providing  for  U.S.  participation  in  the  General  Arrange- 
ments to  Borrow,  under  which  a group  of  10  advanced  countries  undertook  to 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


382  1968  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


provide  credit  lines  to  the  International  Monetary  Fund  that  could  be  used 
to  meet  a threatened  impairment  of  the  monetary  system. 

Through  these  various  actions,  the  Congress  has  kept  in  touch  with  the  growth 
of  the  International  Monetary  Fund  from  an  institution  with  global  quotas  of 
around  $7  billion  in  1945  to  an  institution  having  global  resources  in  all  currencies 
of  over  $21  billion  today. 

The  amendment  does  effect  some  changes  in  the  rules  and  practices  of  the 
Fund  governing  its  traditional  credit  operations,  but  the  primary  purpose  of  the 
Amendment  is  to  establish  in  the  Fund  a new  function  different  from  that 
originally  contemplated.  This  function  is  to  provide  a supplementary  reserve 
alongside  the  traditional  components  of  the  world’s  monetary  reserves — gold 
and  foreign  exchange. 

The  amendment  is  consistent  with  the  recent  important  decision  taken  in  the 
Washington  Communique  of  March  17,  1968,'^  with  respect  to  gold.  It  was  the 
prospective  establishment  of  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  facility  which  enabled 
the  members  of  the  gold  pool  central  banks  to  indicate  on  March  17  that  “as 
the  existing  stock  of  monetary  gold  is  suflScient  in  view  of  the  establishment  of 
the  facility  for  Special  Drawing  Rights,  they  no  longer  feel  it  necessary  to  buy 
gold  from  the  market.” 

These  two  decisions — the  amendment  and  the  communique — represent  a 
giant  stride  forward  in  the  long  process  of  supplementing  gold  and  of  developing 
forms  of  money,  both  domestic  and  international,  that  are  essentially  entries 
on  the  books  of  domestic  or  international  banking  or  monetary  institutions,  the 
outstanding  volume  of  which  is  deliberately  controlled. 

Domestically,  advanced  nations  have  almost  completely  eliminated  metallic 
money,  except  for  subsidiary  coinage.  The  money  of  commerce,  internally,  is 
paper  currency  and  bank  deposits. 

In  the  international  field,  the  evolution  of  the  monetary  system  has  proceeded 
somewhat  more  slowly.  Metallic  money  in  the  form  of  gold  has  retained  a much 
more  important  role  in  the  international  monetary  system. 

Nevertheless,  even  in  this  sphere  the  march  of  progress  has  led  to  supple- 
menting limited  supplies  of  monetary  gold  through  the  gold  exchange  standard. 
Under  this  system,  the  domestic  money  of  certain  countries — primarily  the 
United  States  and  the  United  Kingdom — has  been  used  by  other  countries  as  a 
form  of  international  reserves. 

In  1950,  gold  comprised  70  percent  of  the  world’s  reserves.  By  1967  this  propor- 
tion had  fallen  to  54  percent  largely  because  of  substantial  additions  to  foreign 
holdings  of  dollars  (see  Chart  I). 

While  the  world  has  seen  an  unprecedented  period  of  sustained  prosperity 
under  this  gold  exchange  standard,  the  associated  deficits  of  the  reserve  centers 
have  given  rise  to  well-known  difficulties  and  problems.  In  order  to  develop  a 
supplement  to  gold  and  foreign  exchange  that  would  avoid  these  difficulties, 
there  have  been  2 years  of  studies  and  3 years  of  negotiations.  These  have 
resulted  in  devising  an  international  reserve  asset  that  can  be  used  to  assure  the 
future  growth  in  reserves,  without  depending  on  gold  or  continuing  deficits  of 
the  reserve  centers.  The  Special  Drawing  Rights  are  not  a temporary  feature, 
but  are  intended  as  a permanent  addition  to  international  reserves. 

The  related  decision  in  the  Washington  Communique  resulted  from  the  drain 
of  monetary  gold  into  the  private  market,  occasioned  by  speculation  in  gold. 
It  introduced  the  two-tiered  gold  system,  which  logically  calls  for  the  isolation 
of  the  monetary  stock  of  gold  from  the  private  commodity  market  in  gold.  This, 
coupled  with  the  advent  of  the  Special  Drawing  Right,  points  to  a decline  in 
the  relative  importance  of  gold  in  the  total  of  global  reserves.  The  SDR  Amend- 
ment signalizes  in  a formal  international  way  that  Special  Drawing  Rights  should 
have  a place  of  rising  importance  as  a component  of  world  reserves. 

Federal  Reserve  Chairman  Martin  and  I have  been  privileged  to  represent 
the  United  States  in  the  discussions  and  negotiations  of  the  Finance  Ministers 
and  Central  Bank  Governors  of  the  Group  of  Ten.  Chairman  Martin  represented 
the  Federal  Reserve  System  in  the  meeting  of  the  gold  pool  countries  held  in 
Washington  on  March  17,  1968.  Under  Secretary  Frederick  L.  Demdng  and 
Governor  J.  Dewey  Daane  of  the  Federal  Reserve  conducted  negotiations  as 
members  of  the  Deputies  of  the  Group  of  Ten.  Under  Secretary  Deming  also 
chaired  an  interdepartmental  group,  which  has  met  frequently  to  develop  the 
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U.S.  substantive  positions  and  negotiating  posture.  Particularly  during  the 
past  few  months,  William  B.  Dale,  U.S.  Executive  Director  on  the  Executive 
Board  of  the  Fund,  has  carried  the  responsibility  of  representing  the  United 
States  in  the  almost  continuous  daily  sessions  of  the  Executive  Board,  which 
hammered  out  the  final  text. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on  International  Monetary  and  Financial 
Policies  has  prepared  a Special  Report  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress 
on  the  proposed  Amendment  to  the  Article  of  Agreement  of  the  International 
Monetary  Fund.  The  Departments  and  agencies  that  are  members  of  the  Council 
include  the  Treasury,  State,  and  Commerce  Departments,  the  Board  of  Gover- 
nors of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  and  the  Exiwrt-Import  Bank.  The  Council 
examines  the  role  of  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  in  the  international  monetary 
system,  indicates  the  main  characteristics  of  the  Special  Drawing  Rights, 
reviews  the  negotiations,  comments  on  the  proposed  changes  in  present  rules  and 
practices  of  the  Fund,  and  gives  a brief  explanation  of  the  proposed  legislation. 
The  Council  strongly  recommends  the  enactment  at  this  session  of  Congress 
of  legislation  which  would  permit  the  United  States  to  accept  the  Amendment 
and  thus  encourage  early  acceptance  of  the  proposed  Amendment  by  other 
countries. 

The  Special  Drawing  Rights  Amendment  is  not  just  an  American  success. 
It  is  a joint  creation  of  many  countries  actively  participating  in  the  negotia- 
tions. It  is  a victory  for  international  monetary  cooperation.  It  is  a clear  rec- 
ognition of  the  community  of  interest  which  binds  us  all.  It  is  a demonstration 
of  the  willingness  and  the  determination  to  make  the  international  monetary 
system  work  on  the  basis  of  the  multilateral  framework  on  which  it  was  built 
almost  a quarter  of  a century  ago  at  Bretton  Woods. 

For  this  foresight  and  dedication  to  the  common  good  we  are  indebted  to 
many  in  the  Group  of  Ten  and  the  International  Monetary  Fund.  It  was  Robert 
Roosa  who,  as  first  Chairman  of  the  Group  of  Ten  Deputies,  began  the  studies 
that  recognized  the  need  for  a new  reserve  asset.  It  was  Rinaldo  Ossola  of  Italy 
who  in  1964-65  conducted  the  pioneering  technical  studies  that  brought  us  to 
the  point  where  practical  negotiations  could  begin  and,  3 years  later,  as  the 
third  Chairman  of  the  Group  of  Ten  Deputies,  helped  pave  the  way  for  agreement 
at  Stockholm.  The  iteehnical  skill  and  imaginative,  patient  diplomacy  of  Otmar 
Emminger  of  Germany,  as  second  Chairman  of  the  Group  of  Ten  Deputies,  took 
us  over  two  difficult  years  of  negotiations  culminating  in  the  Outline  Plan  which 
was  formally  endorsed  by  the  Fund  in  Rio  de  Janeiro  in  September  1967. 

The  Plan  is  also  an  achievement  for  the  International  Monetary  Fund,  which 
will  equip  that  institution  and  its  member  countries  to  adapt  operations  to 
changing  conditions. 

Special  Drawing  Rights  participation  is  open  to  all  members  of  the  Fund  and 
all  members  can  participate  in  the  benefits  and  obiigations  of  the  Faciiity  on  an 
equitable  basis,  determined  by  existing  quotas.  We  strongly  supported  this  objec- 
tive. It  was  achieved  in  no  smali  measure  because  of  the  wisdom,  perserverance 
and  responsibility  of  the  Executive  Directors  of  the  Fund,  who  joined  with  the 
Deputies  of  the  Group  of  Ten  in  writing  the  Outline  Pian,  and  in  6 months  of 
intensive  effort  prepared  the  proposed  Amendment.  But  most  of  ail,  the  entire 
effort  owes  much  of  its  success  to  the  Managing  Director  of  the  Fund,  Pierre-Paul 
Schweitzer,  and  to  his  staff.  More  than  any  other  man  he  has  represented  the 
world’s  interests,  and  with  impartiality,  unusual  foresight  and  diplomatic  skill 
guided  the  negotiations  to  a successful  conclusion. 

II 

I want  to  acknowledge  the  very  great  assistance  and  support  which  the  U.S. 
negotiators  have  received  from  members  of  the  Congress  of  both  parties.  The 
assurance  that  there  was  not  only  such  support,  but  also  a keen  interest  in  the 
subject  on  the  part  of  congressional  committees  and  individual  members  of  the 
Congress  has  encouraged  us  at  all  stages  of  the  negotiations. 

I cannot  here  acknowledge  specifically  all  those  members  of  Congress.  But  I 
will  mention  briefly  some  instances  to  indicate  how  closely  our  efforts  have  been 
stimulated  and  our  progress  reviewed  in  the  Congress. 

The  Subcommittee  on  International  Exchange  and  Payments  of  the  Joint 
Economic  Committee,  under  the  Chairmanship  of  Congressman  Reuss,  has  taken 
a specific  interest  in  the  improvement  of  the  international  monetary  system.  In 
August  1965  that  committee  issued  a report  that  cited  the  pressing  need  for 
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action  to  assure  the  orderly  and  adequate  expansion  of  international  liquidity. 
The  committee  set  forth  a series  of  Guidelines  which  became  basic  points  of 
reference  in  the  development  of  the  U.S.  posture  in  these  negotiations.  Eight  of 
these  Guidelines  related  to  the  creation  of  a new  reserve  asset  and  its  relationship 
to  gold  and  to  reserves  in  the  form  of  dollars  and  other  reserve  currencies.  Other 
Guidelines  dealt  with  international  credit  facilities,  IMP  quotas  and  the  process 
of  adjusting  international  imbalances  of  payments. 

Valuable  contributions  to  our  thinking,  and  to  development  of  the  U.S.  position 
were  made  by  former  members  of  the  Joint  Economic  Committee,  Robert  P. 
Ellsworth  of  Kansas  and  Senator  Paul  Douglas  of  Illinois.  Congressmen  Reuss 
and  Ellsworth  surveyed  the  European  situation  in  a fact-finding  trip  in  November 
1965  and  set  forth  their  findings  in  a special  report,  covering  international 
monetary  reform  as  well  as  the  balance  of  payments  adjustment  problem  and 
other  aspects  of  free  world  economic  cooperation. 

Early  in  1967,  ithe  Joint  Economic  Committee  itself,  under  the  Chairmanship 
of  Senator  Proxmire,  reporting  on  the  January  Economic  Report  of  the  President, 
issued  a “Statement  of  Agreement  by  majority  and  minority  members  of  the 
Joint  Economic  Committee.”  Paragraph  6 of  that  statement  reads  in  part  as 
follows : 

“6.  In  the  field  of  intemational  trade  and  finance,  there  is  also  general  accord 
on  the  following  conclusions : 

“Agreement  on  international  monetary  reform  is  a matter  of  increasing 
urgency. 

“We  cannot  rely  on  supplies  of  new  monetary  gold  being  sufficient  to  assure 
the  growth  of  international  reserves,  in  keeping  with  the  rising  liquidity  require- 
ments of  trade.” 

This  is  one  of  many  Instances  of  the  strong  bipartisan  support  from  the  Con- 
gress for  action  in  the  field  of  international  financial  and  monetary  institutions. 
It  continues  the  experience  dating  from  the  orginal  Bretton  Woods  Agreements 
Act,  under  which  legislative  action  involving  the  Intemational  Monetary  Pund 
and  the  Intemational  Bank  have  generally  had  support  from  members  of  Con- 
gress without  distinction  as  to  party  affiliation.  At  the  very  outset  of  negotiations, 
Congressman  Gerald  Pord  and  other  Republican  leaders  lent  their  influence  to 
our  taking  ithe  initiative  in  seeking  monetary  improvements. 

I cannot  recall  here  all  the  many  important  statements  on  this  and  related 
problems  made  by  leading  Senators  and  Congressmen.  Among  this  group  there 
are  such  names  as  Senators  Clark,  Proxmire,  Hartke,  and  Javits  and  Repre- 
sentatives Reuss,  Widnall,  and  Halpem. 

Just  prior  to  the  Annual  Meeting  of  the  Intemational  Monetary  Pund  in  Rio 
de  Janeiro  last  September,  I appeared  before  the  Subcommittee  on  Intemational 
Exchange  and  Payments  of  the  Joint  Economic  Committee  and  reviewed  the 
Outline  Plan  for  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  which  had  been  approved  at  a 
meeting  of  Ministers  and  Governors  of  10  major  countries  held  in  London  at  the 
end  of  August.  This  Outline  Plan  was  subsequently  approved  by  the  Governors 
of  the  Intemational  Monetary  Pund  at  Rio  de  Janeiro  and  formed  the  basis  of 
the  Amendment  which  has  now  been  finalized  in  the  Executive  Board  of  the  Pund. 

The  subcommittee  issued  a further  report  on  this  subject  in  December  1967 
urging  that  the  Amendment  t»  the  Fund’s  Articles  be  promptly  ratified  and 
pointing  out  the  risks  inherent  in  undue  delay  “not  only  for  the  effectiveness 
of  the  new  Special  Drawing  Rights,  but  also  for  the  stability  of  the  monetary 
system  itself.” 

I could  not  improve  on  the  succinct  statement  contained  in  the  Report  of  the 
Joint  Economic  Committee  on  the  January  1968  Economic  Report  of  the  Presi- 
dent, which  deals  with  international  liquidity  in  the  following  terms : 

“The  free  world’s,  liquidity  needs  require  prompt  ratification  and  activation 
of  the  IMP’S  amendments  providing  the  new  Special  Drawing  Rights.” 

This  report  continues  as  follows : 

“The  free  world’s  liquidity  needs  cannot  be  satisfied  by  continued  reliance  on 
gold,  accumulations  of  dollars  in  foreign  hands,  and  increased  sterling  liabilities. 
Nor  can  we  depend  on  increases  in  the  presently  provided  drawing  rights  under 
the  IMP  agreements;  A sizable  part  of  the  apparent  growth  of  foreign  exchange 
reserves  in  the  past  2%  years  has  been  dependent  on  fortuitous  deficits  which 
the  countries  of  the  world  wish  to  see  terminated  at  once.  Nor  is  there  any  pros- 
spect  that  increased  availability  of  gold  will  do  the  job.  It  is,  therefore,  impera- 
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tive  that  the  new  IMF  agreements,  providing  for  special  drawing  rights,  should 
be  ratified  at  once  and  activated  at  the  earliest  practicable  moment.” 

A minority  opinion,  while  questioning  some  aspects  of  the  Administration’s 
balance  of  payments  program,  supports  the  majority  with  respect  to  the  Special 
Drawing  Rights  as  follows : 

“It  therefore  becomes  essential  in  our  view  that : 

“1.  iThe  new  special  drawing  rights  under  the  IMF  be  activated  as  soon  as 
possible  after  ratification  of  the  agreement. 

“With  gold  in  official  monetary  reserves  declining  and  with  confidence  in  the 
key  reserve  currencies  beginning  to  wane,  an  additional  source  of  world  liquidity 
will  be  needed  to  accommodate  expanding  economic  growth  and,  equally  impor- 
tant, to  head  off  protectionist  and  restrictionist  measures  that  could  result  if 
countries  find  themselves  short  of  official  reserves.” 

I want  also  to  indicate  how  much  we  in  the  Administration  are  indebted  to 
the  Advisory  Committee  on  International  Monetary  Arrangements  which  has 
worked  closely  with  us  on  these  matters,  under  the  Chairmanship  of  former 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Douglas  Dillon.  Secretary  Dillon  shared  the  view  of 
the  Joint  Economic  Committee  as  to  the  urgent  need  to  strengthen  the  interna- 
tional monetary  system,  and  so  expressed  himself  as  early  as  June  1965.  The 
Advisory  Committee  was  established  on  July  16,  1965,  and  consists  of  Chairman 
Dillon  and  eight  distinguished  economists  and  financial  leaders.^ 

Ill 

As  I have  stated  on  several  occasions,  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  Plan  is 
not  designed  to  help  the  United  States  or  any  other  individual  country  deal  with 
its  'balance  of  payments  pi'oblem.  It  does  not  change  in  any  way  the  urgency 
of  achieving  the  correction  of  the  disequilibrium  in  our  balance  of  payments. 

If  it  were  assumed,  for  example,  that  Special  Drawing  Rights  were  to  be 
created  in  the  amount  of  $10  billion  in  a 5-year  period,  or  at  the  rate  of  $2  billion 
a year,  the  United  States  would  receive  about  $500  million  a year  in  Special 
Drawing  Rights.  This  amounts  to  only  one-sixth  of  the  approximately  $3  billion 
improvement  sought  in  the  balance  of  payments  under  the  January  1 program. 

Furthermore,  if  the  United  States  continued  to  have  a large  deficit  and  if 
world  reserves  continued  to  rise  as  a result,  this  would  certainly  affect  the 
collective  judgment  as  to  the  global  need  for  reserves  in  the  form  of  Special 
Drawing  Rights.  The  provisions  of  the  Amendment  leave  flexibility  for  the  exer- 
cise of  collective  judgment  as  to  the  initial  decision  to  create  SDR,  by  an  85 
percent  weighted  majority.  But  the  Report  of  the  Executive  Directors  of  the 
Fund  makes  clear  that  the  situation  of  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  will  have 
an  important  bearing  on  that  decision.  The  relevant  passage  reads  as  follows : 

“Article  XXIV,  Section  1(b),  provides  that  the  first  decision  to  allocate  spe- 
cial drawing  rights  shall  be  based  on  the  principles  that  guide  all  decisions 
to  allocate  special  drawing  rights,  and  in  addition,  that  it  shall  take  into  account 
certain  special  considerations.  The  first  of  these  special  considerations  is  a 
collective  judgment  that  there  is  a global  need  to  supplement  reserves.  The  term 
‘collective  judgment’  reflects  the  requirement  of  an  85  per  cent  majority  of  the 
total  voting  power  for  the  adoption  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  decisions  to 
allocate  special  drawing  rights.  The  other  special  considerations  are  the  attain- 
ment of  a better  balance  of  payments  equilibrium  and  the  likelihood  of  a better 
working  of  the  adjustment  process  in  the  future.  While  the  situation  of  all  mem- 
bers is  relevant  to  a judgment  with  respect  to  the  attainment  of  a better  balance 
of  payments  equilibrium,  the  judgment  to  be  made  at  the  time  will  necessarily 
be  influenced  predominantly  by  the  situation  of  members  that  have  a large 
share  in  world  trade  and  payments.” 

In  short,  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  Plan  does  not  in  any  way  relieve  the 
United  States  of  the  necessity  to  bring  its  international  payments  into  far 
better  balance  than  is  the  case  at  the  present  time  or  has  been  for  the  last 
several  years. 

As  we  are  all  well  aware,  the  United  States  has  experienced  a protracted 
decline  in  its  gold  reserves,  from  more  than  $24  billion  to  less  than  $11  billion. 
The  introduction  of  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  should  give  us  a welcome  oppor- 
tunity to  begin  rebuilding  ithe  level  of  our  reserves  without  taking  reserves 
away  from  other  countries.  We  should  endeavor  to  use  our  allocations  of  Special 
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Drawing  RigMs  for  the  purpose  of  building  up  our  reserves  rather  than  using 
them  to  finance  a continuing  deficit. 

A key  to  the  proper  functioning  of  the  international  monetary  system  is  to 
maintain  confidence  in  the  dollar.  The  dollar  plays  a role,  both  as  a means  of 
holding  reserves  and  as  a privately  used  international  medium  of  exchange,  which 
the  world  has  found  extremely  useful  and  efficient,  and  which  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  replace. 

IV 

One  cannot  now  anticipate  the  amount  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  that  will  be 
created  under  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  procedure  by  the  exercise  of  a collec- 
tive .iudgment  as  to  global  needs  for  reserves.  It  is  quite  clear,  however,  that 
Special  Drawing  Rights  will  be  needed  to  maintain  sufficient  growth  in  global 
reserves.  Over  the  longer  run,  if  the  secular  trend  of  reserves  becomes  too  gradual, 
or  levels  off,  this  can  have  a pervasive  effect  in  dampening  the  advance  of  inter- 
national trade  and  investment.  Newly  created  reserves  provide  a margin  by 
which  the  countries  gaining  reserves  can  do  so  without  simultaneously  reducing 
the  reserve  position  of  other  countries.  The  narrower  this  margin  becomes,  tbe 
fiercer  is  the  competition  for  reseiwes  among  the  trading  nations.  Under  such 
conditions,  the  countries  losing  reserves  have  a stronger  tendency  to  take  defen- 
sive measures  by  raising  interest  rates  and  applying  restraints  of  various  kinds 
on  capital  movements  or  even  upon  current  transactions.  Other  countries  may  re- 
spond with  similar  defensive  measures,  leading  to  a cumulative  escalation  of 
interest  rates  and  restraints  and  restrictions  on  international  transactions. 

Conversely,  a wider  margin  of  new  reserves  entering  the  monetary  system  wiU 
provide  a greater  leeway  for  the  countries  desiring  to  expand  their  reserves — and 
this  includes  most  countries — and  to  do  so  with  less  impact  in  the  form  of  cor- 
responding reductions  in  the  reserves  of  those  countifies  which  are  the  weakest 
and  can  least  afford  it,  in  the  international  competitive  sense. 

It  has,  of  course,  been  important  to  establish  a careful  and  cautious  procedure 
for  taking  decisions  to  create  reserves  that  would  not  arouse  concern  regarding 
any  misuse  of  the  ability  to  create  reserves.  The  procedures  set  forth  in  the 
Amendment,  requiring  an  85  percent  weighted  vote  of  the  members  of  the  IMF, 
after  a period  of  extensive  consultation,  should  be  fully  adequate  tO'  provide  the 
necessary  assurance. 

V 

Attached  to  this  statement  as  attachment  A ' is  an  analysis  of  the  main  sub- 
stantive features  of  the  Special  Drawing  Rights,  as  set  forth  in  the  Amendment. 

The  Executive  Directors  of  the  Fund  have  proposed  a single  integrated  Amend- 
ment to  the  Articles  of  Agreement,  that  is  to  be  accepted  or  rejected  by  coun- 
tries in  its  entirety. 

The  Amendment  covers  modifications  in  the  existing  Articles  of  Agreement, 
plus  additional  Articles  XXI  through  XXXII,  covering  the  now  Special  Draw- 
ing Account,  together  with  four  new  schedules  to  implement  the  Special  Draw- 
ing Rights  facility. 

There  is  now  in  process  a vote  by  mail  of  the  Fund  Govei-nors,  which  is  to  be 
completed  by  May  31.  This  vote  signifies  that  the  Governors  of  the  Fund  are 
prepared  to  recommend  acceptance  or  ratification  of  the  Amendment  by  their 
governments ; an  affirmative  vote  has  been  cast  by  the  United  States  Governor. 
The  Amendment  becomes  effective  only  when  60  percent  of  the  members  having 
80  percent  of  the  total  voting  power  have  accepted  it  by  formally  notifying  the 
Fund  to  that  effect.  For  the  United  States  this  requires  authorization  by  the 
Congress. 

The  next  step  is  to  form  a body  of  participants  in  the  Special  Drawing  Account 
by  depositing  with  the  Fund  a document  setting  forth  that  the  member  has  taken 
all  steps  necessary  to  enable  it  to  carry  out  all  of  its  undertakings  as  a partici- 
pant. The  body  of  participants  is  not  in  a position  to  take  action  until  members 
having  at  least  75  percent  of  Fund  quotas  have  deposited  such  instruments.  This 
provision  avoids  any  possibility  of  precipitate  decisions  by  a small  group  of  early 
participants. 

Once  the  body  of  participants  has  been  formed,  the  Managing  Director  of  the 
Fund  may  then  recommend  that  a given  volume  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  be 
created  for  the  ensuing  5-year  period.  Three  special  considerations  must  be  taken 
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into  account  in  this  first  decision  to  create  SI>R.  They  are:  (1)  A collective  judg- 
ment (by  the  required  85  percent  vote)  that  there  is  a global  need  to  supplement 
reserves;  (2)  the  attainment  of  a better  balance  of  payments  equilibrium;  and 
(3)  the  likelihood  of  a better  working  of  the  adjustment  process  in  the  future.  All 
of  these  considerations  are  matters  of  judgment  and  consultation  rather  than 
statistical  formulation. 

'Allocation  of  SDR  will  be  made  to  participants  in  proportion  to  their  quotas 
in  the  Fund.  Any  participant  that  does  not  vote  in  favor  of  an  activation  proposal 
may  “opt  out”  of  receiving  allocations  under  a particular  decision  to  create 
reserves. 

The  Amendment  sets  up  rules  governing  the  use  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  in 
transfers  among  monetary  authorities.  The  general  effect  of  these  rules  is  to 
cause  Special  Drawing  Rights  to  flow  from  countries  that  need  to  spend  reserves 
to  countries  that  are  in  a strong  reserve  or  balance  of  payments  position,  and  that 
aie  expected  to  hold  the  SDR.  In  fact  they  are  required  to  receive  and  hold  the 
SDR  up  to  an  amount  which,  together  with  their  own  allocated  SDR,  would 
equal  three  times  their  cumulative  allocations. 

One  procedure  for  spending  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  would  lead  to  a flow 
of  SDR  to  several  designated  countries  in  a strong  financial  position.  By  mutual 
agreement,  however,  a country  ndeding  to  use  Si>ecial  Drawing  Rights  may 
transfer  them  to  a single  recipient  country  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  from 
that  country  balances  in  its  own  currency.  For  example,  if  the  other  country  is 
agreeable,  the  United  States  can  pay  Special  Drawing  Rights  to  that  country  for 
the  purpose  of  reducing  the  dollar  holdings  of  such  a country.  This  is  a useful 
feature,  since  the  way  in  which  a reserve  center  uses  reserves  is,  in  most  cases,  to 
purchase  and  thus  reduce  some  of  its  own  foreign-held  liquid  liabilities. 

There  are  provisions  regarding  reconstitution  which  required  extensive  negotia- 
tion to  reach  a meeting  of  minds.  The  basic  requirement  is  that  the  average  net 
holdings  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  should  not,  for  the  5-year  period  as  a whole, 
fall  below  30  percent  of  the  average  cumulative  amount  allocated  to  the  par- 
ticipant : ithis  provision  is  automatically  complied  with  if  a participant  has  not 
used  more  than  70  percent  of  his  allocation.  It  is  not  an  onerous  obligation. 

It  is  also  worth  noting  that  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  can  be  used  in  various 
transactions  with  the  General  Account  of  the  Fund,  through  which  the  Fund  will 
hence  forth  conduct  its  traditional  functions.  For  example,  a participant  can  repay 
previous  drawings  from  the  Fund  partly  or  wholly  with  Special  Drawing  Rights — 
in  some  cases  by  right,  and  in  others  by  decision  of  the  Fund. 

There  is  a provision  permitting  the  holding  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  by 
nonmember  countries  or  by  institutions  such  as  the  Bank  for  International  Settle- 
ments or  a regional  monetary  agency  in  Latin  America.  This  provision  does  not 
permit  allocations  to  nonmembers,  but  allows  the  holding  of  SDR  by  institutions 
that  perform  one  or  more  functions  of  a central  bank.  Other  international  in- 
stitutions, such  as  those  engaged  in  development  financing,  cannot  be  authorized 
to  be  holders  of  SDR  or  to  engage  in  SDR  transactions. 

VI 

The  proposed  amendment  also  will  change  certain  features  of  the  existing  pro- 
visions in  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  Fund.  There  are  six  main  proposals 
for  change,  along  with  subsidiary  and  consequenitial  alterations.  More  detailed 
discussion  of  these  changes  is  provided  in  Attachment  B."^ 

First,  general  changes  in  quotas  of  the  Fund  are  to  require  approval  by  85 
percent  of  the  total  voting  power,  instead  of  the  80  perctent  now  ne^ed.  Depart- 
ures from  the  standard  arrangement  for  paying  one-quarter  of  any  quota  in- 
crease in  gold  are  also  to  be  decided  by  85  percent.  This  higher  majority  was 
considered  desirable  by  some  countries  to  place  the  same  decisionmaking  re- 
quirement on  increases  in  liquidity  resulting  from  quota  increases  as  on  increases 
in  reserves  through  creating  and  allocating  SDR. 

Second,  the  voting  majority  to  decide  on  a uniform  proportionate  change  in 
par  values — that  is,  on  a change  in  the  ofiScial  price  of  gold — will  be  raised  to 
85  percent  under  the  proposed  Amendment.  Previously,  the  majority  specified 
for  this  decision  was  a simple  majority,  provided  that  each  member  with  10 
percent  of  the  quotas  concurred.  Also,  the  voting  majority  for  a decision  not  to 
maintain  the  gold  value  of  the  Fund’s  assets  in  the  event  of  a decision  to  change 


' Omitted  from  this  exhibit ; for  document  reference  see  Note  at  end  of  this  exhibit. 
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fche  price  of  gold  will  in  the  future  be  ^ x>ercent,  compared  to  a simple  majority  in 
the  past.  Since  these  changes  make  a change  in  the  monetary  price  of  gold  even 
more  difficult,  we  were  able  to  agree  to  them. 

Third,  the  procedures  for  making  legal  interpretations  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  Fund  are  to  be  altered.  As  before,  the  Fund’s  Execu- 
tive Directors  will  have  authority  to  interpret  the  Articles  by  a simple  majority 
of  the  voting  power.  And,  as  before,  such  an  interpretation  can  be  appealed  to  the 
Board  of  GovernorSi  whose  decision  will  be  final.  But  in  futur'e,  there  will  be  a 
Governors’  Committee  which  will  conduct  the  initial  review  of  an  appeal  to 
the  Governors.  The  decision  of  this  Committee  will  be  final,  unless  it  is  changed  by 
85  percent  of  the  total  voting  power  in  the  full  Board  of  Governors. 

The  other  three  changes  are  largely  technical  and,  to  a large  degree,  represent 
codifying  changes  rather  than  major  new  departures. 

The  fourth  change  involves  making  the  so-called  gold  tranche  positions  in  the 
Fund  more  fully  acceptable  as  reserves  by  giving  them,  legally  automatic  status, 
to  succeed  the  de  facto  automaticity  they  have  had  for  many  years.  At  the  same 
time,  so-called  super  gold  tranche  positions  are  to  be  paid  a remuneration,  in 
practice  an  interest  return,  initially  set  at  1%  percent. 

The  fifth  change  concerns  drawings  in  the  credit  tranches.  In  a change  that 
will  codify  the  existing  approach  of  many  years’  standing,  credit  tranche 
drawings  will  in  future  legally  have  to  be  subject  to  appropriate  policy  conditions. 
This  legal  change  will  not,  however,  require  any  stiffening  of  the  existing  policies 
of  the  Fund  governing  credit  tranche  drawings. 

Sixth  and  finally,,  some  technical  changes  are  being  proposed  in  the  so-called 
mandatory  repurchase  obligations  in  the  Fund.  These  changes  will  bring  these 
provisions  more  up  to  date  and  enable  them  to  operate  more  effectively  and 
smoothly. 

VII 

There  are,  it  seems  to  me,  several  reasons  why  it  is  important  that  the  Amend- 
ment be  ratified  at  this  session  of  the  Congress. 

First,  delay  in  ratifying  the  SDR  Amendment  would  encourage  gold  specula- 
tion. To  a very  considerable  extent,  the  Special  Drawing  Right  has  now  become 
recognized  as  the  preferred  alternative  to  the  increase  in  the  gold  price. 

Second,  the  United  States  has  always  taken  the  lead  in  legislative  action  on 
quota  increases  and  other  legislation  affecting  the  International  Monetary  Fund. 
If  the  United  States  were  to  delay  action,  many  other  countries  might  also  post- 
pone ratification  until  the  United  States  has  acted.  This  could  mean  a delay  of 
many  months  in  setting  up  the  facility  for  creating  Special  Drawing  Rights. 
With  affirmative  action  by  the  Congress  at  this  session,  it  would  be  possible  for 
65  member  countries  to  ratify  the  Amendment  early  in  1969.  Delayed  action  on 
our  part  could  add  another  12  months  to  the  interim  period  before  the  facility 
is  in  effect.  During  the  interim  the  growth  of  world  reserves  could  be  meager, 
assuming  improvement  in  the  balance  of  payments  of  the  United  Kingdom  and 
the  United  States.  Consequently,  delay  might  bring  signs  of  an  uncomfortable 
international  liquidity  squeeze,  due  to  the  failure  of  reserves  to  rise  at  an  ade- 
quate rate  for  several  years. 

As  the  Report  of  the  National  Advisory  Council  points  out,  despite  the  financial 
strain  of  the  year  1967  the  world’s  reserves  did  rise  in  that  year  by  about  $1.7 
billion.  This  occurred  despite  a net  loss  of  $1.6  billion  in  gold  from  monetary  re- 
serves, but  it  did  mean  for  the  world  exclusive  of  the  United  States,  reserve 
growth  at  the  rate  of  only  3 percent,  as  compared  with  more  than  5 percent  per 
annum  during  the  past  17  years. 

We  cannot  now  anticipate  what  the  decision  might  be  as  to  the  amount  of 
Special  Drawing  Rights  that  would  be  created  in  the  first  5 years,  but  over  the 
longer  run,  the  needs  of  a rapidly  growing  international  trading  and  investing 
world  economy  should  be  reflected  in  decisions  to  make  use  of  the  new  facility. 
It  is  strongly  in  the  interest  of  the  United  States  to  take  prompt  action  to  be- 
come a participant  in  the  Special  Drawing  Account. 

VIII 

The  amendment  once  approved  must  be  accepted  by  the  United  States  before 
it  can  enter  into  effect.  Under  Section  5 of  the  Bretton  Woods  Agreements  Act, 
the  President,  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  cannot  accept  the  amendment  until 
he  is  authorized  to  do  so  by  Congress.  The  principal  provision  of  the  bill  before 
you  is  an  authorization  to  the  President  to  accept  the  Proposed  Amendment  to 
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the  Fund  Articles.  The  bill  also  authorizes  the  President  to  participate  in  the 
Special  Drawing  Account  which  will  implement  the  provisions  of  the  Special 
Drawing  Rights  portion  of  the  Proposed  Amendment. 

In  order  to  participate  in  the  Special  Drawing  Account,  the  United  States 
must  deposit  an  instrument  with  the  Fund  stating  that  it  undertakes  all  of  the 
commitments  of  a participant  in  the  Special  Drawing  Account  in  accordance 
with  its  law  and  that  it  has  taken  all  steps  necessary  to  enable  it  to  carry  out 
all  of  these  undertakings. 

The  second  major  area  covered  by  the  proposed  legislation  comprises  the  steps 
that  must  be  taken  under  our  domestic  law  to  fulfill  the  commitments  that  flow 
from  participation  in  the  Special  Drawing  Account. 

The  primary  commitment  of  the  SDR  facility  is  to  have  authority  to  accept 
transfers  of  SDR  from  other  participants.  This  imdertaking  by  all  participants 
to  provide  convertible  currency  in  return  for  SDR  is  the  primary  element  which 
makes  Special  Drawing  Rights  a high  quality  reserve  asset.  The  United  States 
must  also  be  prepared  to  pay  charges  on  its  use  of  its  allocations  of  SDR  and  pay 
the  United  States  share  of  assessments  the  Fund  may  make  to  meet  the  adminis- 
trative expenses  of  running  the  Special  Drawing  Account. 

Because  it  is  so  essential  to  the  operation  of  the  Facility  we  must  make  domes- 
tic arrangements  that  will  assure  beyond  question  the  ability  of  the  United  States 
to  meet  its  acceptance  commitment.  In  searching  for  the  method  to  accomplish 
best  this  objective,  we  naturally  turned  to  the  techniques  used  for  handling 
existing  reserve  assets.  Purchases  of  gold  are  similar  in  nature  to  purchases  of 
Special  Drawing  Rights.  When  the  United  States  buys  gold  it  pays  dollars  in 
return.  Thus,  in  a sense,  our  acceptance  commitment  for  gold  is  the  same  as  for 
Special  Drawing  Rights — the  payment  of  dollars  against  the  receipt  of  an  asset. 
For  gold  the  domestic  arrangement  that  assures  that  the  United  States  can 
always  supply  dollars  is  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  issue 
gold  certificates,  against  an  equal  amount  of  gold  holdings,  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  banks  in  return  for  dollars.  When  gold  is  sold,  the  resulting  dollars  are 
used  to  redeem  the  gold  certificates  which  had  previously  been  issued  against 
the  gold  that  was  sold. 

A similar  procedure  is  proposed  for  Special  Drawing  Rights.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  would  be  authorized  to  issue  Special  Drawing  Rights  Certifi- 
cates against  an  equal  amount  of  SDR  holdings  to  the  Federal  Reserve  banks 
in  return  for  dollars.  Just  as  in  the  case  when  gold  is  sold,  the  dollars  resulting 
from  the  sale  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  Certificates  would  be  used  to  redeem  the 
Special  Drawing  Rights  which  had  previously  been  issued  against  the  SDR 
that  were  sold.  Use  of  a similar  technique  for  Special  Drawing  Rights  as  is  used 
for  purchases  and  sales  of  gold'  not  only  provides  an  assured  method  of  meeting 
our  acceptance  commitments  but  also  demonstrates  to'  the  world  our  confidence 
in  Special  Drawing  Rights  as  a valuable  reserve  asset. 

Although  acceptance  commitments  must  be  honored  in  order  to  make  the 
SDR  Facility  work,  they  are  not  a burden  on  the  United  States.  Acceptance  of 
SDR  against  dollars  involves  only  an  exchange  of  assets.  In  return  for  one 
asset — dollars — we  will  obtain  a highly  valuable  international  reserve  asset — 
Special  Drawing  Rights — that  the  United  States  can  use  to  meet  problems  aris- 
ing from  a balance  of  payments  deficit  or  a decline  in  reserves^  Because  these 
transactions  are  exchanges  of  assets  they  will  have  no  effect  on  budget  receipts 
or  expenditures.  Similarly,  our  participation  will  involve  no  increase  in  new 
f obligational  authority. 

The  proposed  legislation  provides  that  Special  Drawing  Bights  will  be  held 
in  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund.  The  E6F  would  be  responsible  for  providing 
dollars  against  Special  Drawing  Rights  presented  to  the  United  States,  utilizing 
as  needed  the  Special  Drawing  Right  Certificate  procedure  I have  already  de- 
scribed. It  would  also  pay  charges  and  assessments,  and  receive  interest  payments 
on  SDR.  The  technical  details  of  the  operation  of  this  method  of  financing 
United  States  participation  in  the  Special  Drawing  Account  are  contained  in 
the  section-by-section  analysis  of  the  proposed  legislation,  annexed  as  Attach- 
ment C to  this  statement. 

Finally,  it  is  imderstood  that  members  of  the  Fund  wishing  to  become  partici- 
pants will  have  authority  to  accept  the  rights  and  responsibilities  that  go  with 
SDR  allocations  up  to  a minimum  amount  of  50  percent  of  their  quotas.  A 
number  of  countries  are  likely  to  operate  with  no  ceiling  on  their  ability  to 
participate,  by  treating  Special  Drawing  Rights  in  the  same  way  as  official 


318-223—69 27 

Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


390  1968  REPORT  OP  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 

holdings  of  gold  and  foreign  exchange,  which  are  usually  subject  to  no  legal 
ceiling.  In  our  case,  the  recommendation  is  that  Congress  give  authorization 
to  participate  up  to  an  amount  equal  to  the  United  States  quota  of  slightly  more 
than  $5  billion.  By  placing  a ceiling  on  the  amount  of  Special  Drawing  Rights 
that  may  be  allocated  to  the  United  States,  provision  is  made  for  a Congressional 
review  of  the  experience  with  the  Special  Drawing  Rights.  But  by  giving  an  au- 
thorization that  is  larger  than  the  minimum  suggested  by  the  Fund,  the  United 
States  would  be  indicating  a more  positive  attitude  towards  Special  Drawing 
Bights  as  a reserve  asset  than  would  be  the  case  if  we  were  to  adopt  the  minimum 
acceptable  participation  authority. 

Note. — Attachments  A andl  B,  omitted  from  this  exhibit,  are  contained  in 
hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  House  of  Representa- 
tives, 90th  Congress,  2d  session  on  H.R.  16911,  May  1, 1968. 

COMPOSITION  OF  WORLD  RESERVES 


Billions  of  dollars 


EcoMOfilic  Graiihics  Section,'  Division  o>  D<ila  Ptocessing.  Board  of  Gov«rnor$  of  Uie  Fedoial  Reserve  System.  April  30.  1966 


ATTACHMENT  C 

Explanation  of  the  Legislation  Providing  for  U.S.  Participation  in  the  Special 

Drawing  Rights  Facility 

Section  1 

This  section  provides  that  the  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  Special  Drawing  Bights 
Act 

Section  2 

Section  2 authorizes  the  President  to  accept  the  Amendment  to  the  Articles  of 
Agreement  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund  which  establishes  the  Special 
Drawing  Bight  Facility.  The  Amendment  also  covers  a number  of  changes  in  the 
existing  operations  of  the  Fund. 

The  Amendment  is  attached  to  a resolution  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Fund.  Article  XVII  (a)  of  the  Fund  Articles  requires  that  this  Resolution  approv- 
ing the  Amendment  ,he  approved  by  a weighted  majority  vote  of  the  Fund  Gov- 
ernors. Once  approved,  the  Amendment  is  then  submitted  to  Member  Govern- 
ments for  acceptance.  Article  XVII  (a)  requires  that  the  Amendment  be  accepted 
by  three-fifths  of  the  members  exercising  80  percent  of  the  total  voting  power. 

Section  5 of  the  Bretton  Woods  Agreements  Act,  as  amended  (22  U.S.O.  286e), 
requires  that  approval  of  Congress  must  be  given  before  the  President  may  accept 
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an  amendment  to  the  Articles  of  the  Fund.  Section  2 of  the  draft  bill  would  give 
the  necessary  congressional  authorization  to  the  President  and  it  would  also  give 
approval  to  United  States  participation  In  the  Special  Drawing  Account  which 
would  be  established  by  the  Amendment  to  implement  the  Special  Drawing 
Rights  Facility. 

Section  S 

In  order  to  participate  in  the  Special  Drawing  Account,  under  Article  XXIII, 
Section  1,  the  United  States  must  deposit  an  Instrument  with  the  Fund  stating 
that  it  undertakes  all  of  the  commitments  of  a participant  in  the  Special  Drawing 
Account  in  accordance  with  its  law  and  that  It  has  taken  all  steps  necessary  to 
enable  it  to  carry  out  all  of  these  undertakings.  (To  make  the  Facility  opera- 
tional, such  instruments  must  be  deposited  by  members  with  75  percent  of  the 
total  Fund  quotas.) 

The  primary  commitment  is  the  ability  to  accept  Special  Drawing  Rights  from 
other  participants  and  pay  a convertible  currency  in  return.  Participants  must 
have  authority  to  accept  Special  Drawing  Rights  in  amounts  equal  to  three  times 
their  net  cumulative  allocations  (Article  XXV,  Section  4).  The  United  States 
must  also  be  prepared  to  pay  charges  on  its  use  of  its  allocations  of  Special  Draw- 
ing Rights  (Articles  XXVI,  XXX  and  XXXI),  and  pay  such  assessments  as  the 
Fund  may  make  as  the  United  States  pro  rata  share  of  the  administrative  ex- 
penses of  running  the  Special  Drawing  Account  (Article  XXVI,  Section  4). 

Section  3 authorizes  the  assumption  of  these  responsibilities.  It  provides  that 
Special  Drawing  Rights  allocated  to,  or  acquired  by,  the  United  States  will  be 
deposited  in  and  administered  as  part  of  the  resources  of  the  Exchange  Stabiliza- 
tion Fund  established  by  Section  10  of  the  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934,  as  amended 
(31  U.S.O.  822a). 

Section  3(b)  also  allocates  the  proceeds  of  the  use  of  Special  Drawing  Rights 
to  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund.  Accordingly,  this  section  Imposes  a corre- 
sponding responsibility  on  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund  to  provide  dollars 
against  Special  Drawing  Rights  when  they  are  presented  to  the  United  States  for 
acceptance.  The  commitment  to  provide  currency  against  Special  Drawing  Rights 
is  the  touchstone  of  what  makes  Special  Drawing  Rights  a valuable  reserve  asset. 
The  United  States  must  have  domestic  procedures  that  will  give  unquestioned 
assurance  of  our  ability  to  meet  this  commitment.  These  procedures  are  provided 
for  in  Section  4 of  the  draft  bill  and  are  described  below. 

In  addition,  subsection  (b)  of  Section  3 gives  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund 
the  responsibility  for  paying  charges  on  use  of  United  States  net  cumulative  allo- 
cations, and  assessments  pursuant  to  Article  XXVI,  Section  4.  Article  XXVI, 
Section  3,  provides  that  the  rate  of  charges  on  Special  Drawing  Rights  will  be 
IV2  percent,  although  this  rate  may  be  changed  within  the  limits  of  1 to  2 per- 
cent, by  simple  majority,  and  can  be  moved  outside  these  limits  if  a wider  range 
is  decided  on  for  remuneration  on  super  gold  tranche  positions  under  Article  V, 
Section  9,  as  amended  by  the  proposed  Amendment.  Assessments  may  be  made 
pro  rata  in  proportion  to  net  cumulative  allocations  to  pay  the  administrative 
expenses  of  the  Special  Drawing  Account.  In  most  cases,  charges  and  assessments 
are  payable  in  Special  Drawing  Rights,  although  in  certain  circumstances  charges 
in  connection  with  liquidation  might  have  to  be  paid  in  currency.  Normally,  it 
would  be  expected  that  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund  would  reserve  some  of 
its  holdings  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  to  pay  charges  and  assessments. 

Subsection  3(b)  provides  that  payments  of  interest  to  the  United  States  on 
holdings  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  in  excess  of  United  States  net  cumulative 
allocations  would  be  deposited  in  and  administered  as  part  of  the  Exchange 
Stabilization  Fund.  The  interest  rate  will  be  the  same  as  the  rate  of  charges 
described  above.  Interest  earnings  while  the  United  States  is  holding  Special 
Drawing  Rights  in  excess  of  net  cumulative  allocations  ( which  are  paid  in  Special 
Drawing  Rights)  will  provide  a source  of  funds  for  pasdng  charges  when  the 
United  States  is  using  its  net  cumulative  allocations. 

Section  If 

Section  4 gives  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  authority  to  issue  Special  Drawing 
Right  certificates  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  in  amounts  equal  to  any  Special 
Drawing  Rights  held  by  the  United  States.  The  Federal  Reserve  Banks  would 
credit  the  account  of  the  Exchange  Staibilization  Fund  with  a dollar  deposit  in 
an  amount  equal  to  the  value  of  the  Special  Drawing  Right  certificate.  Special 
Drawing  Right  certificates  would  be  issued  and  remain  outstanding  only  for  the 
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purposes  of  financing  the  acquisition  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  or  financing 
exchange  stabilization  operations.  Under  this  provision,  dollar  balances  obtained 
by  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund  through  the  issuance  of  Special  Drawing 
Right  certificates  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  could  not  be  used  for  domestic 
purposes  such  as  deposits  in  commercial  banks  or  acquisition  in  the  open  market 
of  United  States  Government  obligations. 

Section  4(a)  provides  that  the  amount  of  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates 
issued  and  outstanding  shall  at  no  time  exceed  the  value  of  the  Special  Drawing 
Rights  held  against  the  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates.  Thus,  dollars  result- 
ing from  the  sale  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  against  which  a certificate  had  been 
Issued  would  be  used  under  Section  4(b)  to  redeem  an  equivalent  amount  of 
Special  Drawing  Right  certificates. 

The  above  financing  method  provides  absolute  assurance  that  the  United  States 
can  meet  its  acceptance  commitment. 

Purchases  of  gold  are  similar  in  nature  to  purchases  of  Special  Drawing  Rights. 
When  the  United  States  buys  gold  it  pays  dollars  in  return.  Thus,  in  a sense, 
our  acceptance  procedures  for  gold  are  the  same  as  those  for  Special  Drawing 
Rights — the  payment  of  dollars  against  the  receipt  of  an  asset.  For  gold  the 
domestic  arrangements  that  assure  that  the  United  States  can  always  supply 
dollars  is  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  issue  gold  certificates, 
against  an  equal  amount  of  gold  holdings,  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  in 
return  for  dollars  (Section  14,  Gold  Reserve  Act,  as  amended,  31  U.S.C.  405b). 
When  gold  is  sold,  the  resulting  doUars  are  used  to  redeem  the  gold  certificates 
which  had  previously  been  issued  against  the  gold  that  was  sold. 

Although  acceptance  commitments  must  be  honored  in  order  to  make  the  Special 
Drawing  Right  Facility  work,  they  are  not  a burden  on  the  United  States.  Ac- 
ceptance of  Special  Drawing  Rights  against  dollars  involves  an  exchange  of 
assets.  In  return  for  one  asset — dollars — the  United  States  will  obtain  a highly, 
valuable  international  reserve  asset — Special  Drawing  Rights — that  it  can  use 
to  meet  problems  arising  from  a balance  of  payments  deficit  or  a decline  in 
reserves.  Because  these  transactions  are  exchanges  of  assets,  they  will  have  no 
effect  on  budget  receipts  or  expenditures.  Similarly,  United  States  participatioo 
in  the  Special  Drawing  Account  will  involve  no  increase  in  new  obligational 
authority. 

There  follows  a series  of  examples  making  assumptions  about  the  flow  of 
Special  Drawing  Rights.  The  consequences  of  such  flows  for  the  domestic  financ- 
ing procedures  provided  for  in  Sections  3 and  4 are  then  explained. 

A.  An  allocation  of  500  million  Special  Drawing  Rights  is  made  to  the  United 
States : The  500  million  Special  Drawing  Rights  would  be  entered  upon  the 
books  of  the  Exchange  .Stabilization  Fund. 

B.  TYie  United  States  has  a deficit  in  its  balance  of  payments  and  it  sells 
500  million  'Special  Drawing  Bights  to  another  country  : The  Exchange  Stabiliza- 
tion Fund  would  receive  $500  million  or  $500  million  equivalent  in  foreign  con- 
vertilble  currency.  These  funds  would  be  held  in  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund 
against  the  liability  to  repurchase  an  equal  amount  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  and 
could  be  used  in  exchange  stabilization  operations.  Interest  earnings  from  such 
operations  or  from  investments  would  be  held  for  the  exclusive  purpose  of  meeting 
commitments  under  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  Facility,  including  payments 
of  charges  and  assessments. 

C.  The  United  States  having  sold  all  of  its  holdings  of  Special  Drawing  Rights 
eliminates  its  deficit  and  is  presented  with  Special  Drawing  Rights  by  other 
participants ; The  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund  would  usually  use  the  dollars 
it  acquired  at  the  time  it  originally  sold  its  Special  Drawing  Rights  allocations 
to  purchase  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  presented.  Under  this  example,  and 
others  set  forth  herein.  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates  could  be  issued 
against  Special  Drawing  Rights  on  hand  at  any  given  time  equivalent  to  those 
received  through  allocations  only  in  circumstances  where  there  was  a need  for 
resources  to  purchase  Special  Drawing  Rights  or  to  engage  in  exchange  market 
operations. 

D.  Having  repurchased  an  amount  equal  to  our  allocations,  the  United  States 
is  nowi  presented  with  Special  Drawing  Rights  from  other  participants  in 
amounts  in  excess  of  net  cumulative  allocations : The  Exchange  Stabilization 
Fund  would  accept  the  Special.  Drawing  Rights  and  simultaneously  issue  a 
Special  Drawing  Right  certificate  to  a Federal  Reserve  Bank  for  a dollar  deposit 
in  order  to  provide  dollars  to  the  presenting  participants. 
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E.  The  United  States  sells  its  Special  Drawing  Rights  that  are  held  in  excess 
of  our  allocations : The  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund  would  receive  dollars  from 
the  foreign  country  and  use  these  dollars  to  redeem  an  equal  amount  of  Special 
Drawing  Right  certificates  held  by  a Federal  Reserve  Bank. 

Section  5 

Section  5 makes  a number  of  amendments  in  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  to  allow 
the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  to  hold  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates. 

Subsection  5(a)  amends  the  third  sentence  of  the  second  paragraph  of  section 
16  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  412),  to  allow  the  deposit 
of  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates  as  collateral  security  for  Federal  Reserve 
notes. 

The  first  sentence  of  the  fifth  paragraph  of  section  16  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  415),  is  further  amended  by  subsection  5(b)  to 
allow  Federal  Reserve  Banks  to  reduce  their  liability  for  outstanding  Federal 
Reserve  notes  by  depositing  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates  with  the 
F ederal  Reserve  Agent. 

Subsection  (c)  amends  the  seventh  paragraph  of  section  16  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  417),  by  providing  that  Special  Drawing 
Right  certificates,  like  gold  certificates,  shall  be  held  in  the  joint  custody 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Agent  and  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks. 

Subsection  (d)  amends  the  fifteenth  paragraph  of  section  16  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  467),  by  allowing  Special  Drawing  Right 
certificates,  like  gold  certificates,  to  be  deposited  with  the  Treasury. 

Section  6 

Paragraph  3 of  Part  I of  the  Executive  Directors’  Report  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  April  1968,  notes  (p.  6)  two  ways  in  which  participants  can 
meet  their  acceptance  obligations:  (1)  by  obtaining  authority  to  accept 
the  rights  and  responsibilities  that  go  with  Special  Drawing  Rights  allocations 
up  to  a minimum  amount  of  60  percent  of  their  quotas,  and  (2)  by  treating 
Special  Drawing  Rights  in  the  same  way  as  oflBcial  holdings  of  gold  and  foreign 
exchange,  which  are  usually  subject  to  no  legal  celling,  thus  obviating  any 
need  for  further  legislative  action.  Section  6 would  authorize  United  States 
participation  in  allocations  up  to  an  amount  equal  to  the  United  States  Fund 
quota  of  $5,160  million  and  the  U.S.  Governor  could  not  vote  for  allocations 
to  the  United  States  exceeding  this  amount.  By  placing  a celling  on  the  amount 
of  Special  Drawing  Rights  that  may  be  allocated  to  the  United  States,  provision 
is  made  for  a Congressional  review  of  the  experience  with  the  Special  Drawing 
Rights.  But,  by  giving  an  authorization  that  is  larger  than  the  minimum  sug- 
gested by  the  Fund,  the  United  States  w'ould  be  indicating  a more  positive 
attitude  towards  Special  Drawing  Rights  as  a reserve  asset  than  would  be  the 
case  if  the  minimum  acceptable  participation  authority  were  adopted. 

Section  7 

Article  XXVII  (b)  provides  that  no  tax  of  any  kind  shall  be  levied  on  Special 
Drawing  Rights  or  on  operations  or  transactions  in  Special  Drawing  Rights. 
The  privileges  and  Immunities  of  the  Fund  w'ere  given  force  and  effect  in  the 
United  States  under  Section  11  of  the  Brerton  Woods  Agreements  Act,  as 
amended  (22  U.S.C.  286h).  Section  7 would  follow  this  precedent  by  giving 
Article  XXVII  (b)  full  force  and  effect  in  the  United  States,  its  Territories  and 
possessions  upon  United  States  participation  in  the  Special  Drawing  Account. 


Exhibit  45. — An  act  to  provide  for  U.S.  participation  in  the  facility  based  on 
Special  Drawing  Rights  in  the  IMF 

[Public  Law  90-349,  90tb  Congress,  H.E.  16911,  June  19, 1968] 

Be  it  enacted  iy  the  Senate  and  Bouse  of  Representatives  of  the  Special  Draw- 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  this  Act  Rights  Act. 
may  be  cited  as  the  “Special  Drawing  Bights  Act.” 

Sec.  2.  The  President  is  hereby  authorized  (a)  to  accept  the 
amendment  to  the  articles  of  agreement  of  the  International 
Monetary  Fund  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  “Fund”),  attached 
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to  the  April  1968  report  by  the  Executive  Directors  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Fund,  for  the  purpose  of  (i)  establishing  a 
facility  based  on  Special  Dravring  Rights  in  the  Fund  and  (ii) 
giving  effect  to  certain  modifications  in  the  present  rules  and 
practices  of  the  Fund,  and  (b)  to  participate  in  the  special  draw- 
ing account  established  by  the  amendment. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Special  Drawing  Rights  allocated  to  the  United 
States  pursuant  to  article  XXIV  of  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of 
the  Fund,  and  Special  Drawing  Rights  otherwise  acquired  by  the 
United  States,  shall  be  credited  to  the  account  of,  and  administered 
as  part  of,  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund  established  by  section 
10  of  the  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  822a). 

(b)  The  proceeds  resulting  from  the  use  of  Special  Drawing 
Rights  by  the  United  States,  and  payments  of  interest  to  the 
United  States  pursuant  to  article  XXVI,  article  XXX,  and  article 
XXXI  of  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  Fund,  shall  toe  deposited 
in  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund.  Currency  payments  by  the 
United  States  in  return  for  Special  Drawing  Rights,  and  payments 
of  charges  or  assessments  pursuant  to  article  XXVI,  article  XXX 
and  article  XXXI  of  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  Fund,  shall 
be  made  from  the  resources  of  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund. 

Sec.  4.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  is- 
sue to  the  Federal  Reserve  banks,  and  such  banks  shall  purchase. 
Special  Drawing  Right  certificates  in  such  form  and  in  such  de- 
nominations as  he  may  determine,  against  any  Special  Drawing 
Rights  held  to  the  credit  of  the  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund.  Such 
certificates  shall  be  issued  and  remain  outstanding  only  for  the 
purpose  of  financing  the  acquisition  of  Special  Drawing  Rights 
or  for  financing  exchange  stabilization  operations.  The  amount  of 
Special  Drawing  Right  certificates  issued  and  outstanding  shall 
at  no  time  exceed  the  value  of  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  held 
against  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  certificates.  The  proceeds 
resulting  from  the  issuance  of  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates 
shall  be  covered  into  the  Exchange  S-tatoilization  Fund. 

(b)  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates  owned  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  banks  shall  be  redeemed  from  the  resources  of  the  Ex- 
change Stabilization  Fund  at  such  times  and  in  such  amounts 
as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  determine. 

Sec.  5.  (a)  The  third  sentence  of  the  second  paragraph  of  sec- 
tion 16  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  412), 
is  amended  by  inserting  “or  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates,” 
after  “gold  certificates,”. 

(b)  The  first  sentence  of  the  fifth  paragraph  of  section  16  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  415),  is  amended 
by  inserting  “Special  Drawing  Right  certificates,”  after  “gold 
certificates,”. 

(c)  The  seventh  paragraph  of  section  16  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  417),  is  amended  by  (i)  inserting 
“,  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates,”  after  “gold  certificates”  in 
the  first  sentence ; (ii)  inserting  “Special  Drawing  Right  certifi- 
cates,” after  “gold  certificates,”  in  the  second  sentence;  and  (iii) 
inserting  “and  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates”  after  “gold 
certificates”  in  the  third  sentence. 

(d)  The  fifteenth  paragraph  of  section  16  of  the  Federal  Re- 
serve Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  467) , is  amended  by  inserting  (i) 
“or  of  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates”  after  “gold  certificates” 
in  the  first  sentence,  and  (ii)  by  striking  the  third  sentence  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “Deposits  so  made  shall  be  held  subject 
to  the  orders  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  and  deposits  of  gold  or  gold  certificates  shall  be  payable 
in  gold  certificates,  and  deposits  of  Special  Drawing  Right  certifi- 
cates shall  be  payable  in  Special  Drawing  Right  certificates,  on  the 
order  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
to  any  Federal  Reserve  bank  or  Federal  Reserve  agent  at  the 
Treasury  or  at  the  subtreasury  of  the  United  States  nearest  the 
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place  of  business  of  such  Federal  Reserve  bank  or  such  Federal 
Reserve  agent.” 

Sec.  6.  Unless  Congress  by  law  authorizes  such  action,  neither 
the  President  nor  any  person  or  agency  shall  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  vote  to  allocate  Special  Drawing  Rights  under 
article  XXIV,  sections  2 and  3,  of  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of 
the  Fund  so  that  net  cumulative  allocations  to  the  United  States 
exceed  an  amount  equal  to  the  United  States  quota  in  the  Fund  as 
heretofore  authorized  under  the  Erettx)n  Woods  Agreements  Act 
of  1945,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  822a(c),  22  U.S.C.  286e,  286e-l 
(a),286e-lb). 

Sec.  7.  The  provisions  of  article  XXVII  (b)  of  the  Articles  of  59Stat.  514; 
Agreement  of  the  Fund  shall  have  full  force  and  effect  in  the 
United  States  and  its  territories  and  possessions  when  the  United 
States  becomes  a participant  in  the  special  drawing  account. 

Approved  June  19,  1968. 


Exhibit  46. — Statement  by  Secretary  Fowler,  May  8,  1968,  before  the  House 

Banking  and  Currency  Committee,  on  replenishment  of  the  resources  of  the 

International  Development  Association 

I appear  before  you  this  morning  in  support  of  H.R.  16775,  which  provides  for 
U.S.  participation  in  the  second  replenishment  of  the  International  Development 
Association  (IDA).  This  replenishment  is  of  far-reaching  importance  to  the 
developing  countries  of  the  world,  and  will  serve  to  advance  basic  U.S.  ob.1ec- 
tives  in  International  economic  development  in  a framework  of  further 
multilateral  financial  cooperation. 

This  committee  has  just  acted  promptly  and  wisely  on  a proposal  of  tran- 
scendent importance  in  shaping  the  future  of  the  international  monetary  sys- 
tem— the  creation  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  in  the  International  Monetary 
Fund.  In  taking  up  the  bill  now  before  us,  the  committee  addresses  itself  to  a 
second  great  world  economic  problem  of  this  decade  and  the  next:  economic 
development  for  the  poor  or  less  developed  countries  of  the  world. 

These  are  not  unrelated  problems.  Adequate  reserve  growth  is  a prerequisite 
to  a 'Satisfactory  expansion  of  world  trade  and  investment.  The  economically 
advanced  countries  cannot  reach  their  full  economic  potential  if  the  developing 
countries  are  stagnating.  IDA’s  role  is  vital  in  avoiding  such  stagnation  and  in 
creating  conditions  favorable  to  economic  advancement. 

The  requirements  for  development  assistance  among  the  'POor  nations  of  the 
world  remain  immense.  In  an  interdependent  world  economy,  these  needs  cannot 
go  unmet  indefinitely.  Official  flows  of  development  finance  from  the  economically 
advanced  countries,  as  measured  by  the  Development  Assistance  Committee  of 
the  Organization  for  Economic  Cooperation  and  Development  amount  to  roughly 
$6J4  billion  a year.  Responsible  estimates  made  in  recent  years  indicate  that 
additional  flows  of  development  resources  of  several  billion  dollars  a year  could 
be  promptly  and  effectively  put  to  work  in  stimulating  development  and  creat- 
ing the  necessary  infrastructure  for  further  growth  in  the  developing  countries. 
At  the  same  time,  the  capacity  of  many  developing  countries  to  service  additional 
debt  is  severely  limited.  It  is  because  of  that  severe  limitation  that  the  Special 
Report  of  the  National  Advisory  Council  on  the  replenishment  of  IDA  observes, 

“It  is  also  clear  that  economic  development  of  the  developing  countries  can- 
not be  carried  out  entirely  on  the  basis  of  loans  on  conventional  terms  without 
potentially  endangering  seriously  the  soundness  of  the  international  financial 
structure.  A replenishment  of  IDA  at  the  level  proposed  would  contribute  to  meet- 
ing the  greater  demands  for  funds  by  eliciting  larger  contributions  from  the  other 
donors  on  terms  that  fully  take  into  account  the  debt  servicing  burden  of  the 
developing  countries.” 

We  can  be  certain  that,  measured  against  either  the  readily  apparent  needs  of 
the  developing  countries  or  their  capacity  to  use  external  resources  in  conjunc- 
tion with  their  own  substantial  self-help  efforts,  the  proposed  IDA  replenishment 
will  fill  only  part  of  the  gap.  The  proposed  amount  of  the  replenishment — $400 
million  a year  for  the  next  3 years,  of  which  the  U.S.  share  would  be  $160  million 
a year — represents  what  it  has  been  possible  to  achieve  international  accord  on 
among  the  economically  advanced  countries. 
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I have  given  my  closest  attention  to  each  stage  of  the  discussions  and  nego- 
tiations leading  to  the  proposed  multilateral  accord  before  you  today.  As  you 
well  know,  much  of  my  time  and  energy  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  been 
devoted  to  finding  ways  of  achieving  Important  U.S.  international  objectives 
within  the  constraints  imposed  by  our  balance  of  payments  problem.  In  my  judg- 
ment, this  proposal  reconciles  the  imperative  need  for  continued  U.S.  support  of 
IDA  with  our  own  need  to  avoid  adverse  balance  of  payments  consequences  from 
our  contributions. 

In  its  original  conception  and  in  its  subsequent  development,  IDA  has  merited 
and  received  bipartisan  support.  Proposed  under  President  Eisenhower  and 
expanded  under  Presidents  Kennedy  and  Johnson,  IDA  meets  needs  that  are 
recognized  on  both  .sides  of  the  congressional  aisle.  I could  hardly  document  the 
character  of  this  bipartisan  support  better  than  by  quoting  from  the  Congres- 
sional Record  of  May  13,  1964.,  when  the  first  replenishment  of  IDA  was  being 
debated.  The  distinguished  Congresswoman  from  New  Jersey,  a member  of  this 
committee,  Mrs.  Florence  Dufyer,  said  on  that  occasion  : 

“In  I960,  as  it  is  today  and  as  it  was  when  the  idea  was  first  suggested  in  1961, 
the  concept  of  an  agency  to  supplement  the  World  Bank  by  lending  development 
funds  on  the  easier  credit  terms  which  underdeveloped  countries  find  essential 
was  completely  bipartisan.  The  idea  was  first  proposed  13  years  ago  by  the 
Republican  Chairman  of  an  Advisory  Board  under  a Democratic  President.  It 
was  given  new  life  7 years  later  by  a Democratic  member  of  the  other  body 
during  the  Administration  of  a Republican  President.  A year  later,  1959,  the 
Republican  Secretaries  of  State,  Commerce  and  the  Treasury,  the  Chairman  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  Board  and  the  President  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  for- 
mally approved  the  project.  The  World  Bank  itself  then  drew  up  the  Articles  of 
Agreement  Which  were  submitted  by  the  President  to  the  Congress  which,  in  turn, 
approved  U.S.  participation.  Congressional  approval  was  urged  by  a broad  range 
of  private  American  organizations,  including  the  U.S.  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  and  the  AFLr-OIO.” 

President  Johnson  has  given  renewed  emphasis  to  this  multilateral  endeavor, 
as  exemplified  in  his  1966  message  on  Foreign  Aid  : 

“I  propose  that  the  United  States — in  ways  consistent  with  its  balance-of- 
payments  policy — increase  its  contributions  to  multilateral  lending  institutions, 
particularly  the  International  Development  Association.  These  increases  will  be 
conditional  upon  appropriate  rises  in  contributions  from  other  members.  We  are 
prepared  immediately  to  support  negotiations  leading  to  agreements  of  this 
nature  for  submission  to  the  Congress.  We  urge  other  advanced  nations  to  join 
us  in  supporting  this  work. 

“The  United  States  is  a charter  member  and  the  largest  single  contributor  to 
such  institutions  as  the  World  Bank,  the  International  Development  Association, 
and  the  Inter-American  Development  Bank.  This  record  reflects  our  confidence 
in  the  multilateral  method  of  development  finance  and  in  the  soundness  of  these 
institutions  themselves.  They  are  expert  financiers,  and  healthy  influences  on  the 
volume  and  terms  of  aid  from  other  donors.” 

I have  attached  to  my  statement  several  additional  expressions  of  Presidential 
support,  present  and  past,  for  IDA.' 

I do  not  intend  today  to  dwell  on  the  early  operations  of  IDA  or  the  details  of 
its  current  operations.  No  committee  of  the  Congress  has  had  a more  intimate 
association  with  IDA  since  its  inception  than  this  one.  You  already  know  that 
IDA  embodies  the  concepts  of : 

— •Multilaterally-sbared  resources  with  other  countries  putting  up  $3  for  every 
$2  the  U.S.  contributes ; 

— Sound  development  financing  with  credits  repayable  in  hard  currencies ; 

—Repayment  on  liberal  amortization  terms  and  low  service  charge  adapted  to 
the  debt  servicing  capabilities  of  borrowing  countries ; 

— Effective  and  eflicient  administration  by  the  skilled  management  and  staff 
of  the  World  Bank. 

You  know  also  that  the  resources  provided  by  IDA  represent  a modest  but  very 
importan't  part  of  the  total  flow  of  funds  to  the  developing  countries.  The  Special 


^ Omitted  from  this  exhibit.  Published  as  part  of  hearings  before  the  Committee  on 
Banking  andi  Currency,,  House  of  Representatives!,  90th  Congress,  2d  session,  on  H.R.  16775. 
May  8,  1968. 
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Report  of  the  National  Advisory  Council  which  is  before  you  brings  up  to  date 
the  record  of  IDA’s  lending  operations. 

Ida’s  resources 

When  IDA  was  established  in  1960,  its  authorized  capital  was  $1  hillion,  of 
which  the  economically  advanced  member  countries  provided  approximately 
three-quarters.  These  contributions  were  payable  to  IDA  on  a 5-year  schedule 
running  from  fiscal  year  1961  through  fiscal  year  1965. 

By  1963,  it  was  clear  that  IDA’s  resources  would  have  to  be  replenished  because 
of  the  rapid  pace  at  which  it  proved  possible  to  commit  the  initially  available 
resources.  Accordingly,  in  1964,  the  first  reiplenishment  of  IDA  became  effective, 
providing  for  additional  resources  of  $750  million,  all  provided  by  the  economically 
advanced  member  countries  (the  so-called  ‘‘Part  I”  countries  of  IDA).  The  re- 
sources of  the  first  replenishment  were  scheduled  for  payment  to  IDA  over  the 
three  fistal  years  1966,  1967,  and  1968.  The  last  of  these  three  payments  was 
completed  recently. 

Unlike  the  situation  in  1963-64,  when  action  to  replenish  IDA  was  taken  well 
ahead  of  completion  of  the  current  contribution  schedule  and  ahead  of  full 
commitment  of  IDA’is  availahle  funds  for  loans,  the  present  situation  finds  IDA 
with  its  available  funds  almost  completely  committed  and  the  last  payment  on 
contributions  already  made.  Because  the  first  replenishment  was  timely,  there 
was  almost  no  interruption  in  the  pace  of  IDA  commitments.  Now,  however, 
such  interruption  has  already  taken  place.  The  NAG  Report  makes  this  state  of 
affairs  abundantly  clear — ^this  valuable  aflSliate  of  the  World  Bank  has  virtually 
ceased  lending  operations  because  of  lack  of  funds.  Without  the  proposed  re- 
plenishment, IDA  cannot  resume  its  important  role.  This  committee  and  this 
Congress  now  have  the  opportunity  to  determine  if  an  international  institution 
created  largely  on  American  initiative  is  to  continue,  with  American  participation, 
as  an  effective  entity. 

Amount  of  the  request 

In  brief,  our  request  this  morning  is  for  new  authority  to  contribute  $160  mil- 
lion to  IDA  in  each  of  the  3 fiscal  years,  1969,  1970,  and  1971.  This  authority, 
totaling  $480  million  over  the  3-year  period,  would  represent  a 40  percent  U.S. 
share  in  contributions  to  IDA  by  the  economically  advanced  countries  totaling 
$1.2  billion  during  that  period. 

Eighteen  other  countries  would  put  up  the  balance  of  $720  million,  at  the  rate 
of  $240  million  per  year.  Under  arrangements  agreed  to  by  the  other  countries 
which  I shall  describe  shortly,  U.'S.  funds  would  be  provided  on  a basis  guarantee- 
ing that,  if  our  balance  of  payments  situation  should  continue  to  be  a serious 
problem,  our  IDA  contribution  would  involve  a zero  balance  of  payments  cost 
at  least  until  the  beginning  of  fiscal  year  1972  and  possibly  longer. 

Other  countries  provide  a larger  share 

The  figures  I have  just  mentioned  on  relative  contributions  by  the  United 
States  and  the  other  developed  countries  clearly  reveal  one  of  the  main  argu- 
ments for  continued  U.S.  participation  in  IDA.  For  every  $2  the  United  States 
puts  up  through  this  multilateral  channel,  the  other  advanced  countries  put  up 
$3.  It  is  clearly  to  our  advantage  to  have  others  bear  the  major  burden  of 
development  financing,  while  we  assume  an  appropriate  but  minority  share. 

^ I would  also  like  to  emphasize  that  our  present  40  percent  share  reflects  the 
fact  that  we  have  been  able  to  reduce  our  share  of  IDA  contribution  since  IDA 
was  established.  This  has  resulted  in  seemingly  modest  but,  to  me,  clearly  signifi- 
cant dollar  savings  in  relation  to  the  new  overall  IDA  replenishment  figure. 
Under  the  present  request,  the  United  States  wouid  contribute  $37  million  less 
than  would  be  the  case  if  our  1960  share  of  IDA  contributions  were  maintained. 
Together  with  a similar  calculation  of  savings  in  connection  with  the  first  re- 
plenishment of  IDA,  our  total  contributions  will  be  nearly  $50  million  less  than 
they  would  have  been  had  we  not  negotiated  vigorousiy  to  achieve  a reduced 
share.  These  efforts  were  carried  out,  I might  add,  with  considerable  encourage- 
ment from  members  of  this  committee  expressed  during  earlier  hearings  on  IDA 
legislative  requests. 

Consistency  with  expenditure  restraints 

iln  this  period  of  rigorous  scrutiny  of  all  of  our  future  spending  plans,  I know 
you  will  want  to  assure  yourselves  on  the  size  of  the  request.  I have  already 
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touched  on  the  pressing  need  for  development  hnance  and  on  the  fact  that  IDA, 
even  at  the  level  of  this  request,  can  provide  but  a part  of  what  is  needed — 
although  a vital  part.  If  the  United  States  were  to  fall  to  contribute  its  40  per- 
cent share  of  the  proposed  increase  in  IDA  resources,  the  entire  proposal,  involv- 
ing contributions  by  18  other  developed  countries  who  are  putting  up  more  than 
we  are,  would  collapse,  and  the  vital  work  of  this  institution  would  come  to  a 
complete  halt.  It  is  not  in  our  interest  to  let  this  happen. 

Several  further  points  should  be  noted  in  this  regard.  The  budget,  as  presented 
in  January  provides  for  $240  million  for  the  first  year  of  the  U.S.  contribution 
to  this  replenishment.  This  figure  was  entered  in  the  budget  at  a time  when 
negotiations  with  the  other  countries  Involved  had  not  yet  been  completed  and 
it  was  not  possible  to  determine  the  final  level  of  the  package  that  might  be 
agreed  upon.  When  the  final  $1.2  billion,  3-year  package  was  agreed  upon,  ad 
referendum,  among  the  representatives  of  the  Part  I countries,  we  were  able 
to  determine  that  our  40  percent  share  would  require  contributions  of  oniy  $160 
miilion  each  year.  We  therefore  will  need  only  two-thirds  of  the  amount  shown 
in  the  January  budget. 

'Furthermore,  the  balance  of  payments  safeguards  which  I have  referred  to 
briefly  and  wili  discuss  in  greater  detail  shortly,  are  of  such  nature  that  the 
budgetary  effect  of  our  contributions  to  this  replenishment  will  be  sharply  re- 
duced below  'their  nominal  amount  in  the  next  3 fiscal  years  should  our  balance 
of  payments  situation  require.  Our  contribution  installments  of  $160  million  each 
will  be  made  in  the  form  of  letters  of  credit.  These  will  be  drawn  upon  only  as 
needed  for  disbursements.  Even  if  we  did  not  take  advantage  of  the  balance  of 
payments  safeguards,  we  would  not  expect  the  actual  cash  drawing  under  our 
first  installment  to  exceed  $100  million  in  fiscal  year  1969.  But  if  we  do  take 
advantage  of  the  balance  of  payments  safeguard  arrangements,  we  could  expect 
the  actual  cash  drawing  to  be  less  than  half  of  this  amount.  Such  a develop- 
ment would  mean  a very  substantial  reduction,  not  only  below  the  level  we 
might  have  anticipated  with  the  new  funds,  but  also  substantially  below  the 
level  of  usage  of  the  funds  we  have  been  providing  to  IDA. 

Our  balance  of  payments  is  fully  protected 

Bet  me  turn  now  to  'another  aspect  of  the  IDA  replenishment  which  I believe 
is  of  great  concern  to  members  of  this  committee  and  Indeed  to  the  Congi-ess  at 
large — the  effect  on  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments.  From  the  very  earliest  discus- 
sions of  IDA  replenishment,  I made  clear,  both  publicly  and  privately,  that  an 
arrangement  taking  into  account  the  situation  of  donor  countries  with  balance 
of  payments  deficits  was  a prerequisite  to  final  agreement  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States.  The  proposal  now  before  you  reflects  the  substantial  acceptance 
of  this  vievypoint  by  the  other  contributing  countries. 

(In  its  operations  to  date,  IDA  has  had  only  minor  effect  on  the  U.S.  balance 
of  payments  deficit.  Procurement  In  the  United  States  financed  by  IDA  has 
offset  a signifioant  part  of  the  cash  flow  of  U.S.  resources  to  IDA.  Although  in 
each  of  the  past  3 fiscal  years  the  'United  'States  provided  $104  million  to  IDA, 
this  contribution  was  in  the  form  of  noninterest  bearing  letters  of  credit  rather 
than  cash.  These  letters  of  credit  are  not  drawn  on  until  much  later  than  the 
time  they  are  delivered,  and  then  are  drawn  only  at  the  rate  required  for  dis- 
bursement. Only  these  cash  drawings  affect  the  balance  of  payments.  The  average 
cash  effect  of  IDA  operations  so  far  has  been  about  $30  million  per  year. 
Nevertheless,  I have  felt  it  desirable  to  eliminate  even  this  much  balance  of 
payments  drain  from  IDA  operations  with  its  new  money. 

'Accordingly,  we  have  obtained  the  agreement  of  all  other  participating  coun- 
tries that  they  will  permit  IDA  to  operate  in  a fashion  that  will  give  us — if  we 
require  it  'because  of  a serious  balance  of  payments  problem — complete  balance 
of  payments  protection  during  the  fiscal  years  in  which  contribution  payments 
are  being  made,  i.e.,  at  least  through  the  end  Of  fiscal  1971.  This  agreement  is 
formally  embodied  in  the  Resolutions  which  appear  as  an  Annex  to  the  NAG 
Report. 

Our  contributions  to  IDA  'have  an  adverse  effect  on  our  balance  of  payments 
only  when  they  exceed  the  amount  of  procurement  obtained  in  the  United  States 
under  IDA  financing.  The  essence  of  the  new  arrangements  is  that  the  U.S. 
contribution  would  be  drawn  on  only  in  the  amount  of  procurement  identified 
as  taking  place  in  the  United  'States.  The  balance  between  this  amount  and  what 
we  would  have  put  up  as  our  normal  share  would  he  deferred  for  a fixed  period 
of  3 years.  Thus  as  long  as  we  so  elect,  no  drawings  of  free  foreign  exchange 
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from  the  United  States  -would  take  place  prior  to  July  1,  1971,  and  some  of  the 
U.'S.  contrihution  could  be  deferred  until  a period  well  beyond  that  date. 

To  make  up  for  the  temporary  deferment  of  availability  of  some  U.S.  re- 
sources in  the  early  years,  other  developing  countries  have  agreed  to  accelerate 
the  availability  of  their  contributions  for  use  by  IDA.  No  change  would  take  place 
in  IDA’S  present  method  of  operations  with  respect  to  borrowing  countries  (in 
particular,  international  competitive  bidding  would  continue  to  be  the  rule). 

The  Management  of  IDA  has  given  assurances  that  the  entire  arrangement 
is  compatible  with  continued  effective  operations  by  the  institution.  The  United 
States  would  have  recourse  to  the  arrangement  only  as  long  as  its  balance 
of  payments  situation  required.  A later  acceleration  in  the  rate  of  use  of  the 
U.S.  contribution  would  have  to  be  anticipated,  as  a coroliary  of  the  deferment 
we  had  received.  The  technical  description  of  the  workings  of  these  arrange- 
ments is  detailed  in  the  NAG  Report.  The  point  I wish  to  emphasize  is  that 
the  balance  of  payments  cost  of  the  second  replenishment  of  IDA  will  be  zero 
while  we  are  in  serious  overall  balance  of  payments  difficulties. 

The  replenishment  cannot  proceed  without  the  United  States 

Under  the  Resolutions  governing  the  replenishment,  which  are  reproduced  in 
Annex  A of  the  NAG  Report,  the  second  replenishment  cannot  become  effective 
until  at  least  12  contributing  members  whose  contributions  aggregate  hot  less 
than  $950  million  shall  have  notified  IDA  that  they  will  make  their  contribu- 
tions. Because  of  the  size  of  the  U.S.  contribution,  the  $950  million  “trigger” 
amount  cannot  be  reached  without  our  participation.  Our  own  action  undoubted- 
ly will  stimulate  early  action  on  the  part  of  a number  of  other  governments. 
The  Executive  Directors  of  IDA  have  recommended  that  all  governments  act 
in  time  to  permit  the  Resolutions  to  come  into  effect  on  or  before  June  30, 
1968.  By  acting  promptly  to  meet  that  schedule,  we  can  reassert  the  construc- 
tive leadership  regarding  IDA  that  has  characterized  our  earlier  participation 
in  the  institution. 

Nature  of  legislation  required 

H.R.  16775,  the  Bill  submitted  by  the  Ghairman  of  the  Banking  and  Gurrency 
Gommittee  and  the  Ghairman  of  this  Subcommittee,  would  provide  the  neces* 
sary  authority  for  moving  forward  with  our  participation  in  the  second  re- 
plenishment. It  would,  first,  authorize  me,  as  U.S.  Governor  of  IDA,  to  vote 
in  favor  of  the  Resolutions  now  pending  before  the  Board  of  Governors  on  the 
replenishment,  and  to  notify  IDA  formally,  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (h) 
of  the  principal  Resolution,  that  the  United  States  will  make  the  contribution 
authorized  for  it  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  that  Resolution.  To  imple- 
ment the  agreement  we  would  thus  be  entering  into  with  the  Association,  H.R. 
16775  authorizes  the  appropriation,  without  fiscal  year  limitation,  of  our  full 
$480  million  contribution,  that  amount  to  remain  available  until  expended.  These 
funds  would  in  fact  be  made  available  to  IDA  in  three  installments,  payable 
on  November  8 of  1968,  1969,  and  1970.  Upon  formal  notification  to  IDA  of  our 
acceptance  of  the  second  replenishment  pursuant  to  this  legislation  and  the 
requisite  action  by  other  countries,  the  United  States  would  have  a binding 
international  obligation  with  IDA. 

To  be  in  a position  to  meet  this  obligation,  as  soon  as  authorizing  legislation  is 
completed  we  would  seek  an  appropriation  of  $160  million  for  the  first  install- 
' ment  payment  that  would  fall  due  on  November  8,  1968.  We  would  seek  appro- 
priations in  the  same  amount  in  each  of  the  fiscal  years  1970  and  1971. 

Installment  payments  would  be  made  in  the  form  of  noninterest  bearing 
letters  of  credit,  which  would  be  drawn  on  by  IDA  at  a later  date  as  its  cash 
needs  for  disbursements  arise.  No  budgetary  expenditure  is  recorded  until  such 
drawings  are  made  under  the  letters  of  credit.  This  is  the  procedure  generally 
used  in  our  participation  in  international  financial  institutions. 

Conclusion 

New  lending  activity  of  the  International  Development  Association  is  at 
a virttual  standstill.  Practically  all  of  its  funds  have  been  committed.  We  are 
asking  authority  today  to  participate  in  a replenishment  of  its  resources.  As 
was  intended  when  IDA  was  first  set  up,  participation  by  the  United  States 
will  be  a minority  participation— the  other  advanced  countries  put  up  60  percent 
while  we  put  up  40  percent.  Although  we  have  the  smaller  share,  the  arrange- 
ment cannot  go  forward  at  all  without  us.  And  it  clearly  should  go  forward. 
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IDA  is  an  effective  and  eflicient  multilateral  instrument  for  sound  develop- 
ment financing.  It  has  been  the  major  worldwide  source  of  multilaterally 
supplied  development  funds  on  terms  that  take  into  account  the  debt  service 
problem  of  the  developing  countries.  The  needs  of  these  countries  for  external 
finance  are  massive  and  are  not  being  adequately  met. 

The  fact  that  the  United  States  was  the  leader  in  establishing  IDA  and 
arranging  the  last  replenishment  of  its  resources  should  alone  be  reason  for 
our  continued  support.  I recognize,  however,  that  two  problems  may  Induce 
some  hesitancy  in  the  Congress  about  giving  that  support.  In  my  judgment, 
these  problems  have  been  fully  taken  into  account : 

— The  balance  of  payments  impact  of  IDA  in  the  past  has  been  moderate. 
Nevertheless  under  the  new  proposal,  we  have  achieved  an  agreement  with 
other  donors  that  if  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  requires  such  protection, 
there  will  be  absolutely  no  balance  of  payments  Impact  from  IDA  operations 
with  the  new  funds  until  at  least  the  beginning  of  fiscal  year  1972. 

— The  proposal  is  consistent  with  our  financial  capabilities.  It  is  one-third  less 
than  the  amount  originally  budgeted  for ; it  represents  a smaller  U.S.  share 
of  total  IDA  contributions  by  the  developed  countries  than  in  the  past;  and 
it  is  likely  in  the  near  term  to  Involve  a lower  annual  level  of  cash  expenditures 
than  the  level  of  previously  authorized  funds,  due  to  the  operation  of  the 
balance  of  payments  safeguards. 

During  the  entire  postwar  period,  the  United  States  has  followed  the  path 
of  international  financial  cooperation.  IDA  was  born  of  this  policy  and  the 
proposed  replenishment  both  reflects  and  extends  this  policy.  Through  IDA 
multilateral  responsibilities  are  met  in  responsible  multilateral  ways. 

The  Congress  can  give  a new  impetus  to  further  international  cooperation 
for  development  by  adopting  this  legislation.  I urge  you  to  act  favorably  on 
H.R.  16775  and  report  it  promptly  to  the  full  House. 


Exhibit  47. — Remarks  by  Secretary  Fowler,  May  24,  1968,  at  the  15th  Annual 

Monetary  Conference  of  the  American  Bankers  Association,  Puerto  Rico 

Once  again  I am  grateful  for  the  opportunity  of  addressing  this  international 
monetary  conference  of  distinguished  financial  leaders,  public  and  private,  from 
many  important  nations.  This  annual  meeting  offers  an  unparalled  opportunity 
to  forward  the  common  objective  of  the  countries  represented — a viable  Inter- 
national financial  system,  nourishing  economic  growth,  expanding  trade  and 
investment,  and  promoting  security  and  development — an  objective  that  cannot 
be  achieved  by  these  same  nations  working  in  isolation. 

This  is  the  fourth  of  these  conferences  I have  been  privileged  to  attend  and 
it  will  be  my  last  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  May  I thank  you  for  your  warm 
initial  reception  at  Princeton  in  1965,  the  day  following  my  appointment,  and 
the  opportunities  at  Granada,  Spain,  Pebble  Beach,  California,  and  now  Puerto 
Rico,  to  talk  with  you  about  our  common  problems. 

I.  MULTILATERAL  RESPONSIBILITY,  THE  NEW  ESSENTIAL  OE 
FOREIGN  AND  FINANCIAL  POLICY 

Each  of  the  discussions  I have  had  with  you  has  had  a basic  underlying  theme. 
It  is  a theme  born  of  a conviction  I held  upon  assuming  my  responsibilities  in 
1965.  It  has  been  reinforced  by  the  increasing  emphasis  of  events  in  the  inter- 
vening three  years. 

That  conviction  is  that  American  foreign'  policy  must  increasingly  embody 
and  express  the  principle  that  the  advanced  countries  must  share  the  responsi- 
bility on  a multilateral  free  world  scale  for  an  improved  trade  and  payrnents 
system,  mutual  security  arrangements  that  are  soundly  and  fairly  financed, 
and  an  expanding  system  of  development  aid  and  finance. 

In  short,  my  message,  as  I saw  it  coming  into  this  assignment  and  as  I leave 
it,  is  the  same — we  must  practice  multilateralism,  we  must  insist  on  it,  and 
we  must  make  it  work. 

The  reason  is  clear  and  inescapable — we  live  in  an  interdependent  world.  Its 
future  will  depend  upon  the  ability  of  likeminded  leaders  of  both  governments 
and  private  institutions  to  forego  narrow  nationalism  and  seek  diligently  an 
improved,  framework  of  international  economic  and  financial  cooperation. 
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In  Spain  2 years  ago  we  took  a tour  of  the.  horizon.  We  assessed  the  oppor- 
tunities for  multilateralism  in  the  field  of  world  trade,  world  liquidity,  the 
strengthening  of  the  adjustment  process  in  our  balance  of  payments,  the  improve- 
ment of  capital  markets,  development  assistance,  and  assuring  fair  treatment 
for  the  multinational  corporation. 

Last  year  at  Pebble  Beach  we  singled  out  a particular  topic  for  detailed 
examination — the  need  for  multilateral  national  political  decisions  to  bring 
about  a shared  responsibility  for  a more  effective  world  monetary  system  which 
could  assure  continued  progress,  security  and  growth  for  a greater  society  of 
nations. 

This  sharing  of  responsibility  in  international  financial  affairs  cannot  con- 
tinue to  be  the  exclusive  or  especial  concern  of  finance  ministers,  central  bankers 
and  private  citizens  involved  in  finance.  It  now  requires  the  intensive  involve- 
ment of  chiefs  of  state,  legislative  assemblies,  foreign  ministers,  defense  minis- 
ters, trade  ministers,  business  leaders,  labor  leaders  and,  indeed,  citizens'  who, 
whether  they  know  it  or  not,  are  now  involved  in  a process  of  financial  adjust- 
ment-— a process  which  must  be  worked  out  among  countries  if  the  relative 
achievements  of  the  next  20  years  in  the  field  of  security,  growth  and  develop- 
ment are  to  match  those  since  World  War  II. 

This  is  a necessary  consequence  of  the  changed  situation  of  the  United  States 
and  the  dollar.  Certain  facts  must  be  understood  and  it  is  my  business  and  your 
business  to  make  them  understood  in  a wider  circle  rather  than  just  consider 
them  in  talk  among  international  bankers. 

In  the  17  years  from  1941  through  1957,  the  United  States  had  a cumulative 
balance  of  payments  deficit  of  less  than  $10  billion,  or  an  annual  average  of 
just  about  $600  million.  We  ran  a cumulative  surplus  on  trade  and  services  of 
$85  billion,  or  about  $5  billion  per  year,  a cumulative  surplus  on  capital  account 
of  $17  billion,  or  $1  billion  per  year,  and  a cumulative  deficit  on  military  and 
Government  account  of  $112  billion,  or  $6.6  billion  per  year.  From  1946  to  1957 
alone,  we  extended  economic  assistance  in  grants  and  loans  of  $42  billion  net. 

During  that  period,  we  gained  gold  reserves  of  $800  million  and  financed  our 
deficit  completely — and  more — by  increasing  our  dollar  liabilities  to  oflicial  and 
private  holders. 

The  basic  point  is  that  the  United  States,  throughout  this  period,  was  in 
fundamental  surplus  but,  through  its  deliberate  policy  of  massive  untied  grant 
and  loan  assistance,  incurred  more  or  less  consistent  liquidity  deficits.  With 
high  reserves,  immense  productive  power,  a great  and  growing  capital  market 
system,  and  a desire  to  help  rebuild  a war-shattered  world,  the  United  States 
engaged  in  a unilateral  adjustment  process  that  benefited  the  world  and,  in  so 
doing,  helped  both  the  world  and  itself. 

It  is  no  exaggeration  to  say  that  we  picked  up  most  of  the  checks — balance  of 
payments  checks — for  insuring  free  world  security ; we  permitted  disadvantage 
to  our  trade,  we  encouraged  our  tourists  to  go  abroad  and  make  substantial 
purchases  and  we  strove  mightily  to  increase  our  export  of  capital  through  foreign 
public  and  private  investment.  All  of  these  policies  were  rational  and  in  the 
interest  of  world  trade,  security  and  economic  growth. 

But  in  the  10  years  1958-67,  the  United  States  ran  a cumulative  deficit  of  $27 
billion — an  annual  average  of  $2.7  billion — more  than  four  times  the  average  of 
the  earlier  period.  Our  Government  and  military  account  deficit  was  reduced 
but  remained  large — $55  billion  in  10  years.  It  was,  of  course,  strongly  affected 
by  Vietnam  after  mid-1965. 

Our  capital  account  in  the  1958-67  period  showed  no  real  improvement  as  com- 
pared with  the  earlier  period.  The  annual  average,  in  fact,  showed  a smaller 
surplus  than  in  1941-57.  Capital  outflows  on  direct  investment,  in  the  form  of 
bank  loans  and  in  portfolio,  rose  sharply — enough  so  that  the  steadily  rising 
income  just  about  kept  it  in  balance,  but  only  after  the  outflow  had  been  some- 
what controlled  and  only  after  special  transactions,  including  some  debt  prepay- 
ments to  the  United  States  on  Government  account. 

But  the  big  change  came  in  the  trade  and  service  account.  Here  our  cumu- 
lative surplus  was  less  than  $19  billion,  or  under  $2  billion  a year.  Our  exports 
grew  but,  particularly  in  later  years,  imports  grew  faster,  and  we  incurred  a 
rapidly  increasing  deficit  on  tourist  account 

This  cumulative  U.S.  balance  of  payments  deficit  of  the  last  10  years — $27 
billion — had  its  counterpart  in  the  continued  enjoyment  of  a rather  consistent 
pattern  of  surpluses  in  most  of  the  other  developed  countries.  This  resulted 
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both  in  a further  decline  in  U.S.,  reserves  and  a continuing  buildup  of  reserves 
of  the  surplus  countries  and  dollars  in  private  hands  abroad. 

The  President’s  Nevr  Year’s  Day  Message  to  the  nation  on  balance  of  payments 
marked  the  end  of  , that  era  of  deflclts.  He  proclaimed  to  the  nation  and  the 
world  that  the  time  for  decisive  action  had  come  and  that  the  need  to  bring 
our  payments  into  equilibrium  was  a national  and  international  responsibility 
of  the  highest  priority.  In  so  doing,  the  President  set  a standard  and  a policy 
from  which  no  future  President  in  the  decades  ahead  will  find  it  practical  to 
depart  without  abandoning  the  entire  fabric  of  international  economic  and 
financial  cooperation  which  we  have  so  painfully  sought  to  construct  since  World 
War  II.  There  was  no  acceptable  alternative  to  strong  action  then,  which  must 
he  followed  through  now,  and  which  must  be  maintained  zealously  in  the  years 
to  come. 

Here  is  the  setting  in  which  the  moment  of  truth  arrived : 

— the  U.S.  dollar  is  the  principal  reserve  currency  and  the  most-used  trans- 
action currency  in  the  international  monetary  system 
— the  last  10  years  of  chronic,  sizable  deficits  in  the  U.S.  balance  of  pay- 
ments had  diminished  the  ratio  of  our  liquid  assets  to  short  tenn  claims 
against  them 

— the  primary  surplus  countries  had  failed  to  play  their  proper  role  in  the 
balance  of  payments  adjustment  process 
— it  was  clear  that  there  were  limits  to  the  willingness  of  private  and  official 
holders  abroad  to  accumulate  the  currency  of  a country  in  chronic  deficit 
— the  United  States  has  a far-flung  involvement  in  security  and  development 
finance  and  is  a natural  and  proper  source  of  export  capital. 

In  this  setting,  the  devaluation  of  the  British  pound  with  resulting  heavy  pres- 
sures on  the  gold  and  foreign  exchange  markets,  coincided  with  the  substantial 
increase  in  1967  in  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  deficit  from  the  $1.3  billion  levels 
of  1965  and  1966.  These  events  impelled  and  required  the  United  States  to 
initiate  a strong,  determined  program  to  restore  balance  of  payments  equilibrium 
and  to  maintain  it — preferably  through  a multilateral  adjustment  process; 

All  that  remained  open  for  debate  was  the  choice  of  means  to  be  employed  to 
achieve  this  objective.  The  President’s  New  Year’s  Day  Program  sought  to 
satisfy  four  essential  conditions : 

— Sustaining  the  growth,  strength  and  prosperity  of  our  own  economy ; 

— Allowing  us  to^  continue  to  meet  our  international  responsibilities  in  the 
defense  of  freedom,  in  promoting  trade  and  encouraging  economic  growth  in 
the  developing  countries ; 

— Engaging  the  cooperation  of  other  free  nations  whose  stake  in  a sound 
international  monetary  system  is  no  less  compelling  than  our  own,  and 

— Recognizing  the  special  obligation  of  those  nations  with  balance  of  payments 
surpluses  to  bring  their  payments  into  equilibrium. 

The  January  1 program  was  designed  to  be  a balanced  program — balanced  in 
three  important  aspects.  In  it,  there  is  balance  between  measures  to  restrain  the 
domestic  economy  and  reverse  the  tide  of  increasing  inflation  and  direct  meas- 
ures to  improve  particular  segments  of  our  international  payments.  There  is 
balance  between  selective  measures  on  capital  and  current  account.  And,  finally, 
there  is  balance  in  the  impact  of  the  selective  measures  on  the  rest  of  the  world. 

In  essence,  having  undertaken  with  unprecedented  generosity  a unilateral 
readjustment  process  in  the  years  in  which  the  United  States  was  in  funda- 
mental surplus,  the  United  States  has  now  undertaken  the  initiative  for  a multi- 
lateral adjustment  process  to  reverse  its  position  as  a deficit  country. 

The  stakes  involved  in  making  this  necessary  adjustment  a multilateral  exer- 
cise rather  than  a unilateral  one  are  well  understood  by  those  in  the  financial 
world,  public  or  private.  I am  not  so  sure  that  this  understanding  reaches  to 
those  in  positions  of  responsibility  in  the  other  sectors  of  government — in  the 
foreign  offices,  the  defense  ministries,  the  trade  ministries,  the  tourism  offices, 
and  other  areas  where  decision  and  action  will  ultimately  determine  the  success 
or  failure  of  the  adjustment  process. 

Therefore,  I will  repeat  what  I said  at  Pebble  Beach  a year  ago — a statement 
which  intervening  events  should  make  better  understood  now  than  it  was  at 
the  time : 

“I  find  it  also  necessary  to  emphasize  that  this  cooperation  is  not  a matter  of 
helping  the  United  States  deal  with  its  problem,  hut  a matter  of  enabling  the 
United  States  to  deal  with  its  problem  without:  undermining  the  international 
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monetary  system,  subjecting  that  system,  by  unilateral  action,  to  radical  and 
undesirable  change,  or  withdrawing  from  commitments  involving  the  security 
and  development  of  others.” 

There  is  much  progress  to  report  in  this  area  of  multi-national  responsibility : 

The  creation  of  a means  for  providing  an  adequate  and  reliable  supplement 
to  gold  and  reserve  currencies  to  meet  the  global  need  for  increasing  monetary 
reserves  in  the  form  of  a Special  Drawing  Rights  facility,  administered  by  the 
International  Monetary  Fund,  seems  a likely  reality  rather  than  a far  off  dream. 
These  Special  Drawing  Rights,  deliberately  created  by  multilateral  decision, 
backed  by  the  currencies  of  the  participating  countries,  and  shared  by  all  who 
participate  according  to  Fund  quotas,  will  be  an  important  symbol  of  multilateral 
sharing  of  responsibility  for  this  key  aspect  of  a viable  international  monetary 
system. 

Giant  steps  toward  this  long  sought  objective  were  taken  in  the  meetings  of 
the  Group  of  Ten  at  London  last  July,  at  Stockholm  last  March,  and  at  the 
International  Monetary  Fund  Annual  Meeting  last  September  in  Rio  de  Janeiro, 
scene  of  the  passage  of  the  Resolution  of  the  Board  of  Governors  and  the  submis- 
sion of  a formal  Report  by  the  Executive  Directors  of  the  Fund  to  its  Governors 
of  a proposed  amendment  to  the  Articles  of  Agreement  creating  the  Special 
Drawing  Rights  facility. 

There  have  been  outstanding  performances  by  the  major  financial  countries 
in  containing  the  devaluation  of  the  British  pound  and  coping  with  the  disruption 
of  financial  and  foreign  exchange  markets  that  followed. 

The  Washington  communique  of  March  17  of  the  Central  Bank  Governors  of 
the  active  gold  pool  countries,  announcing  their  decision  to  separate  the  private 
gold  markets  from  what  might  be  termed  the  monetary  gold  market,  was  a his- 
toric statement  and  reflects  a major  decision.  The  cooperation  of  most  of  the 
other  free  world  countries,  expressed  in  their  willingness  to  subscribe  to  the  poli- 
cies stated  in  the  Washington  communique,  is  also  most  reassuring. 

At  Stockholm,  the  Group  of  Ten  Ministers  and  Governors  reaflarmed  their  deter- 
mination to  cooperate  in  the  maintenance  of  exchange  stability  and  orderly 
exchange  arrangements  in  the  world  based  on  the  present  ofBcial  price  of  gold. 
Their  communique  also  said ; “They  intend  to  strengthen  the  close  cooperation 
between  governments  as  well  as  central  banks  to  stabilize  world  monetary  condi- 
tions.” This  latter  statement  was  agreed  unanimously  and  there  was  only  one 
reservation  to  the  former  statement. 

II.  MULTILATERALISM  IN  DEVELOPMENT  FINANCE 

Today,  I should  like  to  single  out  another  specific  area  of  challenge  for  making 
multilateralism  work — economic  development  for  the  poor  or  less  developed 
nations  of  the  world. 

As  the  United  States  Governor  of  the  World  Bank,  the  International  Develop- 
ment Association,  the  Inter-American  Development  Bank  and  the  Asian  Develop- 
ment Bank,  I have  come  to  believe  that  the  care,  supervision  and  development 
of  these  key  instruments  of  multilateralism  are  vital  responsibilities  for  all  of  us. 

I am  fortified  in  that  belief  by  the  fact  that  a world  religious  leader.  Pope  Paul, 
has  spoken  out  strongly  on  our  responsibilities  in  this  area,  and  that  men  like 
John  McCloy,  Eugene  Black,  George  Woods,  Felii)e  Herrera,  and  Takeshi  Wata- 
nabe  have  become  true  believers  along  with  Presidents  Eisenhower,  Kennedy, 
and  Johnson ; that  a distinguished  Secretary  of  Defense,  whose  prime  concern 
for  7 years  has  been  our  national  security,  believes  that  the  leadership  of  this 
type  of  institution  is  a most  important  outlet  for  his  energies  and  talents. 

But  three  recent  events  clinched  my  choice  of  subject. 

The  first  is  the  fact  that  the  new  and  relatively  young  Prime  Minister  of  our 
neighbor,  Canada,  chose  last  week  in  the  western  province  of  Alberta  to  state  a 
conviction.  It  was  that  the  overwhelming  threat  to  Canada  will  not  come  from 
foreign  investment,  ideologies,  or  weapons,  but  “from  the  two-thirds  of  the 
peoples  of  the  world  who  are  steadily  falling  farther  and  farther  behind  in  their 
search  for  a decent  standard  of  living.” 

The  second  reason  was  that  George  Champion  chose  the  annual  meeting  of  the 
Texas  bankers  10  days  ago  as  the  occasion  for  delivering  a truly  outstanding 
address  on  this  subject.  In  his  remarks  Mr.  Champion  made  this  assessment  in 
these  terms : 
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“But,  in  my  judgment,  cooperation  in  promoting  free  societies  and  rising 
standards  of  living  in  the  developing  nations  is  essential.  Frankly,  I see  no 
alternative. 

“As  our  newly  appointed  Ambassador  to  the  United  Nations,  George  Bail,  has 
stressed,  the  achievement  of  a stable  world  order  depends  primarily  on  a hand- 
ful of  industrialized  Western  nations  which  ‘command  the  lion’s  share  of  world 
power,  possess  the  most  advanced  technology,  and  enjoy  in  common  a humane 
tradition.’ 

“Twenty  years  ago,  these  nations,  acting  in  unison,  halted  the  westward  sweep 
of  Communist  aggression. 

“Today,  acting  in  unison,  they  could  mount  a coordinated  attack  on  world 
poverty  that  could  ultimately  lift  a hundred  nations  to  economic  respectability.” 

My  third  reason  for  choosing  this  special  subject  is  that  during  this  year  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the  governing  bodies  of  the  17  other  industrial- 
ized nations  who  are  members  of  the  International  Development  Association,  the 
soft  loan  aflBliate  of  the  World  Bank,  will  determine  whether  this  promising  ap- 
proach to  multilateral  development  finance  will  be  replenished  on  an  expanded 
scale  or  leave  this  vital  field  bo  relatively  uncoordinated  national  approaches. 

A generation  has  now  passed  since  the  world  first  turned  its  attention  to  the 
problems  of  development  finance,  to  meet  the  challenge  of  promoting  economic 
growth  in  the  less  developed  lands.  During  that  time  we  have  witnessed  some  nota- 
ble successes  and  some  saddening  failures.  We  have  also  learned  a great  deal 
about  the  complex  and  difficult  problems  of  financing  economic  development,  and 
how  to  attack  those  problems. 

We  have  learned  that  multilateral  approach  to  development  finance,  making 
full  use  of  the  global  network  of  international  financial  institutions  and  of  the 
regional  banks,  is  clearly  advantageous,  not  only  to  the  developing  countries, 
but  also  to  the  United  States  and  the  other  contributing  countries.  Let  me  review 
some  of  these  advantages. 

Advantages  of  the  multilateral  approach 

Attracting  large-scale  resources. — The  multilateral  institutions,  which  repre- 
sent the  combined  efforts  of  many  countries,  can  attract  and  command  a wider 
range  of  financial  resources  than  individual  countries  working  by  themselves. 
The  global  international  financial  institutions  and  the  regional  banks  can  not 
only  call  upon  contributions  from  mem'ber  countries,  but,  in  most  cases,  are  in 
a position  to  tap  private  resources  through  the  sale  of  securities  in  world  capital 
markets. 

Burden-sharing. — The  global  international  financial  institutions  and  regional 
banks  provide  the  best  vehicles  available  for  bringing  about  a more  equitable 
sharing  of  the  burden  of  providing  development  assistance. 

Moreover,  these  institutions  have  provided  a way  to  shift  burden-sharing  ar- 
rangements over  time  to  accord  with  the  changes  in  the  international  financial 
situation.  This  is  of  particular  importance  if  we  are  to  find  the  ways  and  means 
of  meeting  the  requirements  for  development  finance  among  the  poor  nations  of 
the  world — requirements  which  remain  immense.  The  United  States,  which  has 
for  so  long  carried  so  large  a Share  of  the  total  burden,  cannot  by  itself,  or  to 
the  extent  to  which  it  has  in  past  years,  meet  the  growing  need.  Other  nations 
must  join  in  meeting  these  expanded  requirements  in  volume  and  in  proportions 
of  aid  that  more  closely  reflect  the  realities  of  their  growing  economic  and 
financial  strength. 

The  U.S.  share  of  bilateral  free  world  aid  is  about  56  percent  of  the  total.  But 
the  United  States,  2 years  ago,  subscribed  to  only  20  percent  of  the  share  capital 
of  the  Asian  Development  Bank,  and  w'e  are  now  seeking  legislative  approval 
for  only  a 40  percent  share  of  an  expanded  capitalization  for  the  next  round  of 
contributions  to  the  International  Development  Association,  the  World  Bank’s 
concessionary  finance  'afiiliate.  Our  initial  contribution  to  IDA  in  1960  repre- 
sented a 43  percent  share  of  the  capitalization  provided  by  the  developed  coun- 
tries. In  the  World  Bank,  which  relies  heavily  on  capital  borrowed  in  private 
markets,  we  have  been  able  to  encourage  a marked  shift  from  extreme  reliance 
on  U.S.  private  markets  to  much  greater  reliance  on  the  capital  markets  of 
Europe.  This  is  in  keeping  with  the  growth  in  European  financial  strength. 

In  addition  to  questions  about  amounts  of  financing,  the  international  financial 
institutions  have  proved  useful  in  improving  the  quality  of  financing,  as  it  relates 
to  the  need  for  concessionary  repayment  terms,  by  getting  other  nations  to  bear 
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a more  equitable  Share  of  the  burden  of  this  type  of  lending.  IDA — ^to  take  a most 
important  example — provides  hard  currency  repayaWe  loans  at  very  long  maturi- 
ties, with  a small  service  charge  in  lieu  of  interest.  Thus,  all  contributions  to 
IDA  from  the  many  capital  exponting  countries  are  pooled,  and  relent  on  iden- 
tical terms  adapted  to  the  debt-servicing  capabilities  of  borrowing  countries.  This 
situation  contrasts  sharply  with  bilateral  financing  arrangements,  in  which  there 
are  wide  differences  in  the  terms  of  financing  provided  by  the  various  capital 
exporting  nations,  with  certain  nations  insisting  on  excessively  strict  repayment 
terms. 

Comparison  of  effort. — The  multilateral  financial  institutions  can  provide  a 
useful  non-political  mechanism  for  comparison  of  effort — for  comparing  the  de- 
velopment progress  of  the  different  developing  nations  'and  the  soundness  of  their 
development  programs  and  also  for  comparing  the  development  financing  policies 
and  programs  of  the  various  capital  exporting  countries.  In  the  light  of  such 
comparison,  those  developing  nations  in  which  planning  efforts  and  development 
efforts  are  inadequate  can  be  encouraged  to  improve  their  performance,  and 
those  creditor  countries  in  which  policies  for  providing  development  finance 
show  up  badly  in  terms  of  magnitude,  quality,  or  terms,  can  be  encouraged  to 
raise  their  stendards.  This,  of  course,  complements  the  valuable  work  of  the 
Development  Assistance  Committee  of  the  Organization  for  Economic  Coopera- 
tion and  Development. 

PoUtioal  objectivity. — Doans  provided  by  the  international  financial  institu- 
tions and  regional  banks  are  made  on  the  basis  of  economic  criteria.  Basically 
they  are  not  politically  oriented — and  are  not  so  considered  'by  the  recipients. 
Loans  by  the  intem'ational  and  regional  banks  tend  to  be  allocated  on  the  basis 
of  the  borrowing  nation’s  need  and  capacity  to  employ  funds  usefully,  rather 
than  on  the  basis  of  political  ties,  or  on  an  attempt  to  Infiuence  particular  gov- 
ernments or  persons,  or,  to  use  the  vernacular,  the  principle  of  “who  likes 
whom?’’ 

This  political  objectivity  is  a great  advantage.  It  permits  the  multilateral 
banks  to  advise  capital  recipient  nations  on  matters  of  political  sensitivity,  in 
a manner  which  would  be  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  for  a country  providing 
bilateral  development  finance.  It  is  easier  for  developing  nations  to  'accept  advice 
and  conditions  of  reform  and  self-help  if  that  advice  and  those  conditions  come 
from  an  international  institution  or  regional  bank  in  which  the  developing  nation 
is  a member  and  has  a voice  and  a vote. 

The  World  Bank  and  related  institutions,  as  well  as  the  regional  banks,  have 
been  effective  in  requiring  self-help  measures  on  the  part  of  the  borrowing 
nations  and  have  not  only  brought  about  financial  'and  economic  reforms  within 
them,  but  have  moved  to  help  bring  reform  in  such  fields  as  education  and 
health. 

Moreover,  the  international  and  regional  financial  institutions,  with  this  ad- 
vantage of  being  nonpolitical,  can  sometimes  act  as  arbitrator  in  difficult  situa- 
tions. Perhaps  a case  in  point  is  the  Indus  Water  settlement,  where  the  World 
Bank  was  in  a unique  position  to  obtain  agreement  of  both  India  and  Pakistan 
to  terms  for  a mutually  beneficial  solution  to  a problem  which  had  defied  settle- 
ment for  a long  time. 

Efficiency  of  operations. — 'The  multilateral  institutions,  which  devote  full  time 
to  the  tasks  of  development  finance,  bring  to  these  problems  a greater  concentra- 
tion of  professional  expertise  than  is  generally  available  from  single  nationsi — 
donors  or  recipients.  In  effect,  they  can  take  advantage  of  economies  of  'scale 
in  the  development  financing  business.  They  can  provide  development  capital 
efficiently,  and  economically.  Just  as  an  international  or  regional  group  with 
broad  geographic  membership  can  call  on  a wide  range  of  contributors  for 
financing,  so  can  it  call  on,  and  provide,  technician's  with  a wide  range  of  skills 
and  specialties  which  no  single  country  is  likely  to  have  available. 

A forum  for  discussion. — Still  another  advantage  is  that  a multilateral  insti- 
tution Can  provide  a framework  within  which  donor  countries  and  recipient 
countries,  each  with  a share  in  financial  participation,  can  work  together  in  a 
cooperative  attack  on  the  problems  of  poverty  and  need.  There  is  much  gained 
from  sih’aring  experience.  Developing  nations,  by  participating  in  these  arrange- 
ments, can  learn  from  one  another.  All  can  improve  their  own  knowledge  of 
development  problems  and  their  own  performance. 

Providing  leadership. — Perhaps  the  most  important  contribution  of  the  inter- 
national financial  institutions  and  regional  banks  is  that  these  institutions  can 


318-223—69 28 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


406  1968  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


provide  a critically  (needed  leadership.  This  means  leadership  in  marshaling 
capital  for  development  finance,  in  determining  needs  and  priorities,  in  selecting 
the  best  approaches  to  the  development  task,  and  in  encouraging  both  developing 
nations  and  capital  exporting  nations  to  pursue  sound  and  helpful  policies.  This 
kind  of  objective  leadership,  which  cannot  and  should  not  be  undertaken  by  any 
Single  nation,  either  donor  or  recipient,  is  essential.  In  my  view,  it  is  the  funda- 
mental advantage  of  the  multilateral  approach — making  full  use  of  the  interna- 
tional financial  Institutions  in  attacking  the  problems  of  development  finance. 

During  the  1960’s  many  important  steps  have  been  taken  to  shift  the  emphasis 
in  development  finance  away  from  bilateral  channels  toward  increased  reliance 
on  the  international  financial  institutions  and  regional  banks.  IDA,  the  conces- 
sional financing  arm  of  the  World  Bank,  was  started  in  1960,  was  given  a sub- 
stantial increase  in  its  resources  in  1964,  and,  under  the  proposal  now  being 
considered,  would  be  given  a further  increase,  to  allow  it  a substantially  higher 
level  of  loan  activity. 

The  Inter-American  Development  Bank,  with  membership  comprising  the 
United  States  and  2Q  other  nations  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  was  inaugurated 
in  1960  and  has  received  increased  resources  since  that  time,  with  growing 
financial  participation  by  non-member  countries. 

The  African  Development  Bank  was  opened  for  business  in  1966,  limiting  its 
equity  membership  to  African  states,  but  with  the  expectation  that  the  exporting 
nations  might  participate,  through  special  funds  and  other  arrangements. 

The  Aslan  Development  Bank  opened  its  doors  in  1966,  with  19  regional  and  12 
nonregional  members,  including  most  of  the  European  countries.  Last  December, 
Switzerland  became  the  12th  nonregional  member.  This  marked  the  first  time 
that  Switzerland  had  joined  any  such  financial  institution. 

In  addition  to  the.  establishment  and  expansion  of  international  and  regional 
banks,  reliance  on  the  leadership  of  the  multilateral  financial  institutions  in- 
creased in  recent  years  with  the  establishment  of  consortia  and  consultative 
groups.  In  these,  a number  of  capital  exporting  countries,  each  of  which  is 
participating  in  financing  development  in  a particular  country — say  India  or 
Colombia — meet  periodically  to  discuss  past  results  and  future  prospects  for 
development  finance  for  that  country.  This  reliance  on  the  international  and 
regional  banks  will,  and  should  continue  to  grow. 

This  is  a desirable  trend.  We  must,  I repeat,  build  on  the  present  system, 
correct  any  faults,  and  fashion  the  system  in  a way  best  designed  to  meet  present 
and  future  needs.  The  word  “build”  is  not  used  in  the  sense  of  creating  new 
Institutions.  It  would  be  pointless  and  self-defeating  to  set  up  new  institutions 
with  functions  which  would  overlap  those  of  existing  bodies,  and  which  would 
serve  more  to  bewilder  than  to  contribute.  I agree  with  a leader  in  this  field  who 
said  that  there  should  be  an  antiproliferation  pledge  of  new  international  orga- 
nizations ; that  we  should  reserve  the  creation  of  new  entities  for  functions  that 
clearly  have  no  home  among  the  many  rooms  already  offered  by  the  international 
family. 

But  we  can  build  in  the  sense  of  adapting  present  policies  of  our  existing 
institutions.  Our  past  experience  has  shown  that  multilateralism  works;  we 
must  now  make  it  work  more  effectively.  How  can  we  do  that? 

First,  we  should  strengthen  the  position  of  leadership  hy  the  international 
financial  institutions  and  the  regional  hanks. 

We  must  do  all  we  can  to  strengthen  these  organizations  in  their  position  of 
leadership.  To  have  a multilateral  organization  dominated  by  one  or  two  nations 
is  to  make  a sham  of  multilateralism.  The  United  States,  and  every  country, 
must  restrain  any  Impulse  to  try  to  take  the  lead  and  play  too  prominent  a role. 
A success  in  a multilateral  financing  operation  is  a success  for  the  whole  group ; 
a failure  is  a failure  of  the  whole  group. 

The  implications  of  this  are  very  important  for  the  United  States. 

On  the  one  hand  it  means  that  the  United  States  must  recognize  that  it  cannot 
and  should  not  exercise  more  than  its  fair  share  of  control  of  the  policies  of 
these  Institutions,  determine  in  each  and  every  case  to  whom  each  loan  will  or 
will  not  go,  and  so  on. 

Of  course,  we  have  an  important  voice  in  these  decisions.  As  the  largest  single 
contributing  country  in  most  of  the  international  financial  institutions,  we  can 
exert  considerable  infiuence.  I think  the  record  thus  far  will  indicate  clearly 
that  the  activities  of  these  institutions  have  been  compatible  with  U.S.  policies 
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and  interest.  Their  operations  and  policies  have  in  the  main  broadly  coincided 
with  our  own  views.  I am  confident  that  in  practice  this  will  continue,  but  we 
should  not  forget  that  we  cannot  control  these  organizations,  and  we  should  not 
expect  that  each  turn  and  twist  of  a multilaterally-financed  institution  can  or 
should  be  dictated  solely  by  the  United  States. 

There  is  another  side  to  this  coin.  As  a strong  but  minority  partner,  we  should 
not  try  to  assume  unlimited  responsibilities  in  the  supply  of  development  finance 
which  so  seriously  falls  short  of  the  expanding  need.  These  increased  responsibili- 
ties should  be  increasingly  shared  by  our  partners  in  Western  Europe  and  Japan 
whose  capacity  to  participate  in  meeting  the  enlarged  demand  has  grown  so 
remarkably  over  the  past  two  decades.  With  growing  responsibilities  more 
equitably  shared  by  them  through  the  channels  and  under  the  leadership  of  the 
international  institutions,  an  important  attack  can  be  launched  on  the  great 
world  economic  problem  of  this  decade  and  the  next — economic  development  of 
the  poor,  the  less  developed,  countries  of  the  world,  for  the  benefit  of  all  nations. 

It  is  not  a question  of  whether  the  United  States  is  in  a position  in  which  it 
can  meet  all  shortfalls  of  development  finance  targets,  as  a residual  supplier  and 
lender  of  last  resort.  This  is  a tired  question,  one  which  was  more  alive  when 
other  nations  now  strong  were  financially  weak.  Enlarged  contributions  by  other 
capital  exporting  nations  are  not,  and  should  not  be  considered  as,  help  for  the 
United  States  on  the  grounds  that  they  were  reducing  the  shortfall  which  our 
nation  has  to  meet. 

It  is  the  work  of  the  international  financial  institutions,  with  all  capital  export- 
ing nations  acting  collectively — not  'the  United  States  acting  unilaterally  or 
disproportionately — which  must  assure  that  the  immense  requirements  of  the 
developing  nations  are  met. 

Second,  we  should  urge  the  international  and  regional  institutions  to  strengthen 
further  their  management  and  leadership  of  the  consortia  and  consultative 
groups. 

Under  the  guidance  of  the  World  Bank  or  other  multilateral  institutions,  indi- 
vidual consultative  groups  and  consortia  have  been  set  up  for  about  a dozen 
countries.  Each  group  meets  periodically  to  assess  each  developing  country’s 
economic  performance  and  to  evaluate  its  need  for  development  assistance, 
usually  on  the  basis  of  some  target  drawn  up  by  the  developing  country  and 
reviewed  by  the  multilateral  institution. 

We  have  only  started  to  come  to  grips  with  the  problem  that  in  some  cases 
these  multilateral  efforts  have  been  too  heavily  focused  on  the  gross  amount  of 
development  finance  to  be  provided,  while  paying  insulficient  attention  to  the 
form  of  financing  provided  and  the  terms  on  which  it  is  provided.  The  result 
has  been  not  only  an  unequal  distribution  of  the  burden  among  donors,  but  also — 
at  least  until  recently — an  increasing  debt  service  burden  on  the  borrowers, 
resulting  from  the  very  short  terms  and  very  high  interest  rates  on  credit 
offered  by  some  of  the  donor  members  of  these  groups. 

The  debt  burdens  which  some  of  the  developing  countries  will  face  in  the 
years  ahead  as  a result  of  accepting  too  much  short-term  high  Interest  debt  can 
cause  serious  problems  for  both  the  debtors  and  the  creditors.  In  my  view  the 
dangers  in  this  situation  are  substantial.  It  might  be  better  to  encourage  the 
international  institutions  to  reexamine  the  presumptions  on  which  participation 
in  consortia  and  consultative  groups  have  thus  far  been  based. 

Third,  we  must  press  more  vigorously  through  the  international  institutions 
and  otherwise,  for  more  equitable  sharing  of  responsibility. 

Progress  has  been  made  in  recent  years  toward  a fairer  sharing  of  the  burden 
of  providing  development  financing,  but  more  needs  to  be  done.  We  have  no 
wish  to  cut  back  on  what  the  United  States  is  doing,  but  there  is  still  a great  need 
for  an  increased  flow  of  resources  from  others,  and  a critical  need  for  better 
tenns. 

I have  touched  on  this  question  earlier.  I will  add  here  only  the  observations 
that  every  important  capital  exporting  nation  must  be  persuaded  that  the  require- 
ments for  development  finance  are  growing ; that  providing  development  loans  on 
commercial  terms  is  self-defeating,  and  that  cutbacks  in  development  finance  pro- 
grams represent  an  economy  which  the  world  cannot  afford. 

It  is  becoming  increasingly  clear  that  we  can  no  longer  make  such  comparisons 
simply  by  relaiting  the  size  of  a country’s  development  and  aid  contribution  to  the 
size  of  its  gross  national  product.  The  form  in  which  a donor  provides  aid,  the 
terms  of  its  aid,  and  its  international  liquidity  position  must  be  taken  into 
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account.  In  a broader  sense,  account  should  al.so  be  taken  of  the  contribution 
each  country  is  making  toward  other  objectives  for  the  coinuiou  good — most  par- 
ticularly for  the  military  security  of  the  free  world. 

Fourth,  we  need  to  press  for  policies  and  attitudes  to  give  greater  weight  to  bal- 
ance of  payments  considerations  in  multilateral  development  activities. 

If  substantial  amounts  of  funds,  particularly  those  which  will  be  paid  over  a 
number  of  years,  are  to  be  channeled  through  multilateral  institutions,  ways  and 
means  must  be  found  to  cause  the  real  resources  needed  by  the  developing  nations 
to  flow  in  such  a way  that  they  will  contribute  to,  rather  than  upset,  the  process 
of  adjusting  International  payments  imbalance.  We  delude  ourselves  if  we  think 
that  any  substantial  commitment,  particularly  forward  commitment  of  funds, 
will  be  made  by  responsible  national  financial  authorities  without  adequate  pro- 
tection for  their  balance  of  payments  contingencies.  There  is  no  magic  inocula- 
tion known,  either  in  medical  or  economic  science,  which  can  provide  immunity 
to  balance  of  payments  problems  for  developed  countries  other  than  the  United 
States. 

At  present,  the  United  States,  which  is  by  far  the  world’s  largest  provider  of 
multilateral  aid,  has  by  far  the  world’s  largest  balance  of  payments  deficit.  We 
need  to  make  sure  that  our  participation  in  these  multilateral  organizations  is 
carried  out  in  ways  compatible  with  our  balance  of  payments  poUcles,  while  con- 
sistent with  the  needs  of  the  multilateral  institutions. 

The  future  ability  of  the  multilateral  development  finance  institutions  to  mobi- 
lize large  and  increasing  resources  will  depend  to  an  important  degree  on  their 
ability  to  meet  this  challenge.  There  are  a variety  of  ways  in  which  this  problem 
can  be  approached. 

Additional  steps  need  to  be  taken  to  improve  the  access  of  the  development 
finance  institutions  to  wider  and  more  diversified  world  capital  marketSi.  For  our 
part,  the  United  States  has  for  a number  of  years  pressed  for  the  creation  of  new 
and  more  highly  developed  capital  markets  in  other  industrial  nations’.  Some  have 
taken  actions  to  facilitate  such  a development— with  national  and  international 
benefits. 

From  the  point  of  view  of  the  international  finance  institutions  alone,  much 
remains  to  be  done.  Perhaps  this  is  an  area  for  multilateral  action  under  the 
leadership  of  the  multilateral  institutions  themselves.  It  would  be  fanciful  to 
expect  fuU  results  quickly,  but  the  lag  in  results,  compared  to  the  need  so  far,  is 
regrettable.  We  have  had  to  afford  a substantial  degree  of  access  by  these  insti- 
tutions to  our  own  capital  markets,  despite  our  balance  of  payments  difficulties ; 
but  whenever  such  access  was  necessary,  it  was  also  necessary,  in  view  of  our 
present  deficit,  for  us  to  mitigate  the  impact  of  the  event  on  our  own  balance  of 
payments.  If  we  are  to  make  a better  adjustment  of  international  payments 
imbalances,  we  must  act  upon  the  responsibility,  recognized  by  all  of  us  in  the 
Organization  for  Economic  Cooperation  and  Development — and  not  fully  met  by 
all  surplus  countries — of  affording  greater  financial  access  to  all  of  our  capital 
markets  by  the  development  finance  institutions. 

But  it  is  not  a matter  of  access  alone.  To  the  extent  that  private  capital 
markets — particularly  in  surplus  countries — are  not  yet  able  to  provide  an  ade- 
quate volume  of  resources,  does  not  the  member  government  have  a responsibility 
to  the  institution  and  to  the  adjustment  process  for  timely  reinvestment  of  its 
international  receipts? 

We  must  take  all  feasible  steps  to  assure  that,  when  resources  are  being  con- 
tributed to  the  multilateral  institutions,  contributing  countries  which  are  in 
balance  of  payments  difficulties  may  make  their  contributions  in  a way  which 
safeguards  their  efforts  to  achieve  balance  of  payments  equilibrium. 

The  proposed  contribution  to  IDA  contains  such  safeguards,  and  the  principle 
must  be  maintained  in  other  contributions  to  other  multilateral  institutions. 

— We  must  seek  an  increasing  recognition  of  the  need  for  a clear  differentia- 
tion, in  the  provision  of  development  finance,  in  the  obligations  of  capital  export- 
ing countries  in  balance  of  payments  difficulty  and  those  of  capital  exporting 
countries  which  are  in  balance  of  payments  surplus.  Countries  in  serious  balance 
of  payments  difficulty  may  be  expected  to  provide  their  conbributions  in  the  form 
of  goods  and  services  produced  in  their  own  country.  Countries  in  balance  of  pay- 
ments surplus  should  make  their  contributions  in  the  form  of  cash  financing  or 
untied  aid.  I should  note  that  if  countries  now  in  surpilus  dO’  not  provide  their 
aid  on  an  untied  basis — in'  form  and  fact — while  they  are  in  surplus,  it  will  be 
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much  more  diflBcult  for  nations  in  deficit,  such  as  the  United  States,  to  justify 
providing  their  aid  in  untied  form  when  their  balance  of  payments  deficits  are 
eliminated. 

— As  a general  proposition  we  should  seek  to  ensure  that  development  finance 
more  actively  contributes  to  the  international  payments  adjustment  process. 
Development  financing  should  be  provided  in  a form  which  tends  to  mitigate, 
rather  than  to  exacerbate,  the  present  disequilibrium  in  International  payments. 

Finally,  we  should  increase  the  share  of  financing  provided  through  multilateral 
lending  agencies. 

If  some  of  these  changes  can  be  Introduced  a continuation  of  the  shift  in 
emphasis  from  bilateral  to  multilateral  channels  for  aid  and  development  finance 
would  be  in  order.  This,  of  course,  is  not  a decision  for  the  United  States  alone, 
but  we  should,  in  my  view,  let  it  be  known  that  we  are  prepared  to  join  with 
the  other  contributing  countries  in  expanding  the  use  of  the  multilateral  channels 
for  development  finance. 

This  is  not  a move  to  be  made  by  one  or  a few  countries  but  by  all  contributing 
countries  and  should  dei>end  upon  the  effectiveness  of  the  particular  Institution. 
However,  this  does  not  mean  that  we  should  expect  to  shift  altogether  out  of 
bilateral  aid  and  development  finance  arrangements  in  favor  of  the  multilateral 
approach.  The  bilateral  channels  must  continue  to  play  an  important  role.  We 
would  be  deluding  ourselves,  and  doing  a disservice  to  those  who  have  responsi- 
bility for  carrying  out  the  foreign  policy  of  governments,  not  to  recognize  it. 

I would,  at  this  point,  like  to  say  a word  about  Vietnam.  President  Johnson  has 
made  clear  to  the  world  our  fervent  hope  that  peace  there  will  be  restored.  At 
this  moment  we  cannot  predict  the  outcome  of  negotiations.  But  iit  is  not  too 
early  to  begin  to  consider  the  possibility  of  peace  and  to  plan.  Clearly,  the  prob- 
lems of  restoring  economic  stability  and  promoting  growth  in  those  war- torn 
areas  in  the  stresses  of  the  post-Vietnam  period  will  require  a multilateral 
approach.  We  should  begin  to  examine  the  problems  and  plan  such  an  approach. 

III.  SOME  PRESSING,  PENDING,  UNFINISHED  BUSINESS  AT  HOME 

During  the  month  of  June  the  Government  of  the  United  States  will  be  called 
upon  to  take  decisive  action  on  some  pending  legislation  which  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  the  objective  of  making  multilateralism  work  in  the  field  of  Inter- 
national finance. 

The  Senate  will  be  called  upon  to  vote  on  the  legislation  authorizing  the 
approval  of  the  proposed  amendment  of  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  Inter- 
national Monetary  Fund  establishing  the  Special  Drawing  Rights  facility  and 
providing  for  U.S.  participation  in  the  operations  of  that  facility.  This  legislation 
has  already  passed  the  House  of  Representatives  by  a vote  of  226  to  16. 

I appreciate  the  interest,  participation,  and  support  of  the  American  Bank- 
ers Association  in  the  long  and  laborious  processes  of  consideration,  negotiation, 
and  legislative  action  which  have  brought  us  so  close  to  the  end  of  the  long  road 
we  have  traveled  toward  this  objective. 

Likewise,  it  is  anticipated  that  in  the  month  of  June,  Congress  will  be  called 
upon  to  approve  particii>ation  by  the  United  States  in  the  second  replenishment 
of  funds  for  the  International  Development  Association.  This  second  replenish- 
ment cannot  become  effective  until  at  least  twelve  contributing  members — whose 
aggregate  contribution  is  not  less  than  $950  million  (out  of  the  $1.2  billion 
scheduled  over  the  next  3 years) — shall  have  notified  the  organization  that  they 
will  make  their  contributions.  Because  of  the  size  of  the  U.S.  contribution,  the 
$950  million  ‘‘trigger”  amount  cannot  be  reached  without  our  participation.  Our 
own  action  undoubtedly  will  stimulate  early  action  on  the  part  of  a number  of 
other  governments. 

The  Executive  Directors  of  IDA  have  recommended  that  all  governments  act 
in  time  to  permit  the  Resolutions  to  come  into  effect  on  or  before  June  30,  1968. 
By  acting  promptly  to  meet  that  schedule,  we  can  reassert  the  constructive 
leadership  that  has  characterized  our  earlier  participation  within  the  Inter- 
national Development  Association. 

Strong  bipartisan  backing  characterized  the  U.S.  initiative  to  create  the  Inter- 
national Development  Association  under  the  administration  of  President  Eisen- 
hower. Up  to  now  it  has  continued  under  President  Kennedy  and  President 
Johnson.  I hope  it  will  result  in  a timely  approval  by  the  Congress  of  this 
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measure,  so  vital  to  keeping  multilateralism  at  work  in  the  field  of  development 
finance. 

Finally,  in  the  first  week  in  June,  the  Congress  will  vote  up  or  down  legislation 
providing  for  a tax  increase  and  a reduction  in  Government  expenses.  This  all 
important  measure  is  designed  to  restore  a responsible  national  fiscal  and  finan- 
cial policy  which  is  vital  to  the  United  States  and  the  entire  free  world. 

This  audience  knows  that  failure  to  take  aflirmative  action  on  this  fiscal 
program  would  risk  incalculable  damage  to  our  own  and  the  world’s  economy 
and  financial  system.  It  would 

— expose  our  economy  to  continuing  and  intolerable  infiationary  pressures, 

— lead  to  additional  fear  and  distress  in  our  financial  markets  and  a further 
upward  spiral  in  interest  rates  already  near  the  highest  levels  in  modem 
history, 

— hamper  our  efforts  to  bring  our  balance  of  payments  into  equilibrium 
through  the  restoration  of  a healthy  trade  surplus,  risking  a full-scale  inter- 
national financial  crisis, 

— seriously  undermine  the  basic  faith  held  at  home  and  abroad  in  the  ability 
of  the  United  States  to  conduct  its  financial  affairs  responsibly — a faith  that  is 
and  has  been  fundamental  to  the  strength  of  the  dollar. 

Since  last  August,  I have  warned  of  each  of  these  risks  of  fiscal  failure  in 
every  forum  open  to  me — from  cabinet  room  to  congressional  committee — from 
Eondon  to  Rio  to  Stockholm.  But  today,  unlike  last  August,  I am  no  longer 
speaking  of  risks  alone.  For,  to  a degree,  each  of  the  damaging  results  I have 
cited  is  already  in  evidence.  We  are  no  longer  faced  with  dangerous  future 
contingencies  but  with  a current  movement  toward  damaging  infiation,  financial 
deterioration  and  a loss  of  confidence. 

This  is  why  I consider  it  absolutely  e^ential  that  proper  fiscal  action  be  taken 
now.  We  can  not  afford  further  delay.  And  the  nation  can  not  afford  the  failure 
in  representative  government  which  would  result  should  the  Congress  refuse 
to  perform  its  function  in  meeting  the  necessities  of  the  people  rather  than 
satisfsdng  wishful  thinking.  It  is  your  responsibility  and  mine  to  make  sure 
they  understand  the  necessities.  Since  the  surcharge  was  proposed  last  August 
it  has  become  increasingly  clear  that  a responsible  fiscal  policy,  in  the  environ- 
ment then  evident  and  now  experienced,  calls  for  decisive  action  to  eliminate 
the  twin  deficits  in  our  Federal  budget  and  in  our  international  balance  of 
payments  and  for  early  enactment  of  the  President’s  tax  increase  proposal  as 
essential  to  'the  achievement  of  this  objective. 

The  past  10  months  have  amply  demonstrated  that  the  best  chance  of  obtaining 
these  results  in  this  Congress  is  to  conjoin  the  tax  increase  with  a substantive 
spending  reduction.  The  legislative  package  pending  before  the  Congress  does 
just  that. 

There  have  'been  and  continue  to  be  differences  of  opinion  over  whether  the 
expenditure  reductions  should  be  $4  billion  or  $6  billion — whether  the  deficit  of 
over  ,820  billion  should  be  reduced  to  $18  billion  or  $20  billion.  I hold  strongly 
to  the  view  that  a difference  of  opinion  over  the  consequences  of  postponing,  or 
■cancelling,  or  maintaining  expenditures  in  fiscal  1969  in  the  amount  of  $2  billion 
must  not  be  allowed  to  stand  between  the  nation  and  the  early  re-establishment 
of  a responsible  fiscal  policy  so  necessary  and  so  long  overdue. 

Speaking  to  the  United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce,  prior  to  the  decision  of 
the  House  and  Senate,  I said  : 

“Given  the  Government’s  serious  financial  situation,  now  recognized  on  all 
sides,  I am  confident  that  the  men  of  wisdom,  experience  and  patriotism  who 
are  involved  will  not  permit  disagreements  over  details  or  procedures,  or 
marginal  differences  as  to  the  degree  of  expenditure  reduction  required,  to 
prevent  decisive  action  to  reduce  our  twin  deficits  to  manageable  proportions. 

“*  * * In  this  process,  the  individual  Congressman  or  Senator  will  not  get 
just  what  he  would  prefer  for  his  constituents  or  for  the  nation.  Nor  will  the 
President,  given  the  special  constitutional  power  of  the  Congress  over  the  punse. 
Neither  will  you  or  I.  But,  acting  together,  we  can  do  what  needs  to  be  done — 
take  care  of  our  essential  needs  at  home  and  abroad  in  a manner  that  will  keep 
pur  economy  stable  and  the  dollar  strong.” 

But,  this  is  not  the  end  of  the  story. 

It  is  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  speak  plainly  on  these 
matters  and  I have  done  so  in  the  past  as  I do  now.  But  it  is  also  his  duty  to 
keep  trying,  to  retain  hope,  and  to  have  confidence  in  the  ultimate  capacity  of 
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representative  government  to  do  what  is  plainly  right,  even  in  an  election  yeai\ 
My  role  in  'the  torturous  journey  that  the  tax  bill  has  been  forced  to  follow 
has  been  described  by  one  of  my  colleagues  as  follows : 

“At  times  he  has  been  a tax  Oandide,  seeing  .progress  in  this  procedural  move 
or  that  statement  by  a legislator  when  all  else  saw  only  set-back.  At  times  he 
has  sorrowfully  been  a tax  Cassandra,  as  crises  recurred  in  the  International 
markets  and  gold  filled  the  headlines.  And  at  many  another  time  he  has  been 
the  ambulance  surgeon  on  the  emergency  call  or  even  a Dr.  Christiaan  Barnard — • 
always  able  to  detect  a pulse  or  heartbeat  when  all  others  had  puit  away  their 
stethoscopes.” 

May  I take  one  final  role — that  of  a fiscal  Paul  Revere,  riding  past  our  noble 
banking  institutions,  shouting  a new  call  to  arms : 

“The  date  is  early  June.” 

You  are  the  Minute  Men  who  should  have  the  ear  of  your  representatives  on 
financial  matters.  In  this  hour  of  national  fiscal  responsibility,  I ask  for  your 
help. 


Exhibit  48. — Letter  from  Secretary  Fowler  to  Chairman  Mills,  House  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  June  6,  1968 


Hon.  Wilbur  D.  Mills, 

Chairman,  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee, 

House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman  : The  public  hearings  on  trade  matters  which  have  been 
launched  by  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  will  have  a most  significant 
bearing  on  the  course  of  the  United  States  policy,  not  only  in  the  trade  area  but 
in  the  field  of  Intema'tional  finance  as  well. 

We  must  not  swerve  from  the  path  of  progressive  liberalization  in  international 
trade  that  this  country  commenced  in  the  1930’s  and  has  followed  for  over  two 
decades  since  World  War  II.  To  change  our  course  now  could  mean  the  start 
of  a movement  back  to  restrictionism  in  international  financial  policy.  The 
international  monetary  system  would  soon  feel  the  effects  of  such  a return. 
Continued  liberalization  of  trade  is  the  only  correct  course  for  sound  economic 
growth  in  an  interdependent  world.  It  is  essential  if,  in  the  United  States,  we 
are  to  build  a healthier  trade  surplus : the  surplus  we  must  have  to  achieve  a 
sustainable  balance  of  payments  equilibrium. 

Approval  of  President  Johnson’s  proposals  extending  the  trade  agreement 
authority  under  the  Trade  Expansion  Act  of  1968  (H.R.  17551)  is  important  not 
only  to  provide  the  necessary  legislative  authority  in  this  area  but  also  as  an 
expression  of  congressional  support  for  the  post-war  trade  policy  from  which 
the  whole  world  has  prospered.  This  policy  has  fostered  a growth  in  free  world 
exports  from  less  than  $50  billion  in  1946  to  more  than  $190  billion  in  1967. 
It  was  accompanied  by  the  highest  growth  rates  the  industrial  world  ever  ex- 
perienced ; it  created  new  hope  for  lesser  developed  areas. 

On  the  other  hand,  enactment  of  proposals  for  the  unilateral  imposition  of 
import  quotas  would  not  only  be  a severe  setback  to  the  kind  of  trade  policy 
that  strengthens  the  United  States  and  the  free  world  economy,  but  quotas 
would  seriously  aggravate  our  balance  of  payments  program.  Let  me  indicate 
briefly  why,  in  my  judgment,  resort  to  restrictive  trade  measures  such  as  uni- 
laterally imposed  quotas  would  be  a setback  to  the  effort  to  improve  our  position 
on  the  international  trade  account. 

A country  with  exports  of  about  $32  billion,  which  accounts  for  at  least  one 
of  every  six  dollars  shipped  anywhere  in  the  world,  is  uniquely  vulnerable  to 
the  adverse  effects  of  a quota  war.  And  a quota  war  is  precisely  what  wide  use 
of  import  quotas  would  create.  To  instigate  such  a war  would  be  folly,  since 
the  United  States  would  be  bound  to  end  up  as  a loser.  The  use  of  import  quotas 
may,  at  times,  as  allowed  under  GATT,  make  temporary  sense  for  some  trade 
deficit  countries ; it  has  no  place  in  the  policy  of  a major  trading  country  such 
as  ours.  What  is  more,  if  sustainable  equilibrium  in  our  international  accounts 
is  to  be  achieved,  in  great  part  through  an  improved  trade  account,  a restrictive 
trading  policy  would  destroy  the  climate  which  is  a precondition  to  such  growth. 

More  detailed  views  of  mine  on  the  adverse  effects  on  the  United  States 
stemming  from  the  imposition  of  import  quotas  are  contained  in  the  attached 
letter  (Annex  1)  which  I sent  to  Senator  Russell  B.  Long,  Chairman  of  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee,  on  October  18, 1967. 
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A substantial  trade  surplus  is  the  keystone  of  a sound  international  finan- 
cial position  for  the  United  States  and  the  dollar.  Our  substantial  trade  surplus 
during  the  postwar  period  has  been  the  major  sustaining  element  in  our  bal- 
ance of  payments  picture.  It  has  provided  the  financial  means  for  carrying  out 
our  international  responsibilities — the  defense  of  freedom,  the  promotion  of 
world  trade,  and  the  encouragement  of  economic  growth  in  the  developing 
countries  supported  by  a convertible  dollar  of  constant  gold  value. 

During  the  last  six  months  there  was  a sharp  decline  in  our  trade  surplus^ — 
from  an  annual  rate  of  $4.2  billion  in  the  first  three  quarters  of  last  year,  to 
an  annual  rate  of  $400  million  in  the  first  quarter  of  this  year.  The  rise  in  im- 
ports that  caused  this  decline  was  due  in  part  to  special  circumstances.  It  was 
due  mainly,  however,  to  the  absence  of  adequate  fiscal  restraint  in  the  form 
of  a tax  increase  and  expenditure  control  and  the  conjunction  of  a highly  stimu- 
lative deficit  in  our  Federal  budget  with  a period  of  rapidly  expanding  economic 
activity,  which  hasi  characterized  the  last  ten  months.  Had  the  pace  of  the  U.S. 
economy  permitted  us  to  maintain  a trade  surplus  of  the  proportions  that 
characterized  every  quarter  in  the  last  3 years,  up  until  the  fourth  quarter 
of  last  year,  our  1968  first  quarter  balance  of  payments  would  have  been  in 
surplus.  This  situation  is  one  of  the  most  important  reasons  for  prompt  ap- 
proval of  the  Conference  Report  now  pending  before  both  Houses  of  the  Congress. 

These  first  quarter  baiance  of  trade  results  point  to  the  importance  of  an 
extensive  follow-through  on  those  features  of  the  President’s  balance  of  pay- 
ments action  program  which  affect,  directly  or  indirectly,  the  restoration  of  a 
healthy  trade  surplus.  In  addition  to  the  tax-expenditure  bill  which  has  been 
so  high  on  this  Committee’s  agenda,  these  actions  include : 

— restoration  of  wage-price  stability, 

— avoidance  of  work  stoppages  or  threat  of  stoppages  that  encourage  imports 
and  reduce  exports, 

— a new  consciousness  and  energy  on  the  part  of  management  and  labor  to 
produce  and  sell  for  export, 

— enactment  of  the  new  Export  Expansion  Credit  proposals  pending  before 
the  Congress,  and 

— a fresh  look  at  certain  features  of  the  GATT,  with  the  object  of  removing 
disadvantages  to  our  trade. 

The  positive  action  program  designed  to  bring  our  balance  of  payments  close 
to  equilibrium  is  described  in  some  detail  in  the  Treasury  Department’s  recent 
publication,  “Maintaining  the  Strength  of  the  United  States  Dollar  in  a Strong 
Free  World  Economy.”  I have  referred  to  this  report  frequently  before  your 
Committee.  The  subject  matter  of  Chapter  IV,  “An  Intensified  Effort  to  Achieve 
and  Maintain  Healthy  U.S.  Trade  Surplus,”  is  particularly  pertinent  to  the 
hearings  now  being  held  by  your  Committee.  Let  me  touch  on  some  of  these 
points. 

Sound  fiscal  and  monetary  management  of  the  U.S.  economy,  designed  to  keep 
it  competitive  and  stable,  is  crucially  important  to  the  U.S.  trade  balance.  Ex- 
cessive increases  in  income — especially  when  we  have  full  employment — will  be 
quickly  translated  into  higher  prices,  and  into  capacity  bottlenecks,  with  a 
resulting  surge  in  imports  and  slowdown  in  exports.  The  prompt  enactment  of 
the  President’s  tax  increase  program— coupled  with  the  expenditure  reduction 
program — is  the  single  most  important  and  indispensable  step  this  nation  can 
take  now  to  improve  our  balance  of  payments  and  protect  the  dollar  and  the 
international  monetary  system.  It  also  lays  the  groundwork  for  future 
improvement. 

Business  and  labor  share  an  important  responsibility  to  improve  our  competi- 
tive position  and  build  on  our  trade  surplus.  As  we  pointed  out  in  the  Treasury 
report,  two  important  areas  here  are : 

— keeping  wage  demands  and  price  decisions  consistent  with  national  pro- 
ductivity performance ; and 

— avoiding  work  stoppages,  or  the  threat  of  work  stoppages,  in  industries 
vulnerable  to  import  or  export  competition  at  a time  when  our  balance  of  pay- 
ments position  is  under  pressure. 

For  the  long  term,  we  need  to  develop  a systematic  program  to  expand  our 
exports.  The  energy  and  imagination  which  labor  and  management  can  bring 
to  this  task  are  badly  needed.  In  the  field  of  export  financing  and  export  pro- 
motion we  have  made  a start.  The  Department  of  Commerce  and  the  Export- 
Import  Bank  have  certain  legislative  requests  before  the  Congress.  H.R.  16162 — 
the  Export  Expansion  Facility  Bill — would  help  develop  new  markets  for  U.S. 
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goods  and  services.  There  is  also  a 5-year  Commerce  Department  program  for 
increasing  its  export  promotion  activities.  Appropriations  have  been  requested 
for  this.  In  addition,  the  Export-Import  Bank  has  liberalized  its  rediscount 
facility  and  the  Export  Expansion  Facility  will  permit  increased  flexibility  in 
the  exporter  credit  program  and  in  the  guarantee  and  insurance  programs  of 
the  Export-Import  Bank  and  the  Foreign  Credit  Insurance  Association. 

The  success  of  our  own  export  expansion  program  depends  to  a great  degree 
not  only  on  a competitively  strong  U.S.  economy,  but  on  continuing  efforts  to 
keep  world  markets  open.  Directly  related  to  these  efforts  is  the  maintenance 
of  a liberal  trading  policy  by  the  United  States.  In  harmony  with  our  efforts 
to  expand  world  trade  in  general  and  U.S.  exports  in  particular,  the  Contract- 
ing Parties  to  the  General  Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade  (GATT)  have 
launched  a work  program  which  recognizes  the  Importance  of  moving  forward 
in  liberalizing  international  trading  arrangements. 

A GATT  group  is  now  completing  an  inventory  of  nontariff  barriers  to  trade. 
The  United  States  has  long  felt  that  these  Impediments  to  our  exports  pose  a 
continued  threat  to  the  growth  of  world  trade.  We  must  seek  not  only  to  reduce 
and  remove  these  nontariff  barriers  but  to  remain  alert  to  oppose  the  establish- 
ment of  new  ones. 

I should  mention  one  area  of  particular  concern.  The  rules  of  the  GATT  permit 
the  rebate  of  certain  indirect  taxes  when  goods  are  exported,  as  well  as  the  impo- 
sition of  these  taxes  on  imported  goods.  But  comparable  action  is  not  permitted 
with  respect  to  direct  taxes.  The  United  States  does  not  question  a country’s 
choice  of  a tax  system  but  we  are  concerned  that  the  present  GATT  rules  create 
an  unwarranted  advantage  to  those  countries  which,  unlike  the  United  States, 
utilize  extensive  indirect  taxation.  These  rules  reflect  the  underlying  assumption 
that  indirect  taxes  are  wholly  passed  on  to  consumers,  while  direct  taxes  are 
wholly  absorbed  by  producers. 

When  the  GATT  rules  were  drawn  up — more  than  two  decades  ago^ — the  que.s- 
tion  of  border  tax  adjustments  did  not  appear  to  be  a matter  of  major  concern. 
Levels  of  indirect  taxation  were  much  lower ; the  overly  simple  and  sweeping  as- 
sumptions about  tax  shifting  were  generally  considered  acceptable. 

Times  have  changed.  Many  economists  and  businessmen  no  w question  the  valid- 
ity of  these  underlying  assumptions.  There  has  been  a general  growth  in  the  use 
of  indirect  taxes,  with  a series  of  upward  changes  in  border  tax  adjustments. 
Further,  a variety  of  new  changes  in  Indirect  tax  systems  are  contemplated  by 
various  European  countries.  Accordingly,  very  careful  attention  must  now  be 
given  to  rules  and  practices  which  are  prejudicial  to  our  trading  interests. 

In  this  context,  the  U.S.  Government  has  been  consulting  in  the  OECD  on  the 
question  of  border  tax  adjustments  and  has  recently  concluded  a discussion 
on  the  trade  effects  of  the  German  shift  to  a “value  added”  system  of  taxation. 
In  addition,  the  United  States  requested  the  Contracting  Parties  to  examine  the 
provisions  of  the  GATT  which  deal  with  this  complex  issue  of  border  tax  adjust- 
ments. A GATT  Working  Party  is  now  actively  involved  in  an  exploration  of  this 
complex  issue.  We  believe  there  is  a growing  awareness  abroad  of  our  serious 
concern  that  the  present  GATT  rules  work  to  the  disadvantage  of  our  trade.  How- 
ever, this  is  a contentious  issue  and  obtaining  agreement  on  changes  in  the  rules 
will  be  diflBcult. 

Before  concluding,  I should  mention  two  important  laws  affecting  our  imports 
which  the  Treasury  Department  is  responsible  for  administering.  The  first  of 
these  is  the  antidumping  law,  the  second  is  the  countervailing  duty  law. 

“Diunping”  occurs  typically  when  a foreign  firm  sells  its  products  at  a lower 
price  in  the  United  States  than  in  the  home  market.  If  domestic  producers  are 
injured  as  a result,  special  antidumping  duties,  measured  by  the  price  differen- 
tial, are  assessed  in  addition  to  normal  customs  duties,  upon  the  imported  goods 
involved.  The  Treasury  Department  is  responsible,  under  the  antidumping  law, 
for  determining  whether  there  is  a price  differential.  Since  1954,  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission has  been  responsible  for  determining  whether  there  is  injury  to  domestic 
producers. 

Attached  as  Annex  2 is  a statistical  record  of  the  dumping  cases  processed 
from  1955  through  1967.  During  this  period,  there  were  12  findings  of  dumping, 
resulting  in  the  assessing  of  dumping  duties.  In  addition,  there  were  89  cases 
which  resulted  in  price  revision  or  a termination  of  sales.  This  latter  category 
is  significant.  In  these  cases,  when  it  appeared  from  Treasury’s  investigation  that 
sales  might  be  taking  place  at  less  than  fair  value,  the  exporter  either  terminated 
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the  sales  completely  or  revised  his  prices.  Ordinarily,  this  would  mean  there  was 
no  object  in  sending  the  case  to  the  Tariff  Commission  for  determination  as  to 
injury ; the  dumping  had  been  stopped  and  the  objectives  of  the  antidumping 
law  had  been  achieved.  Accordingly,  such  cases  have  ordinarily  been  closed  out 
forthwith  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  U.S.  industry  complainants.  However,  despite 
the  price  revision,  a number  of  cases  have  been  sent  to  the  Tariff  Commission  for 
an  injury  determination. 

The  U.S.  countervailing  duty  law  requires  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
impose  countervailing  duties  in  cases  where  dutiable  goods  imported  into  the 
United  States  benefit  from  a subsidy.  The  amount  of  the  countervailing  duty  is 
equivalent  to  the  amount  of  the  subsidy.  The  countervailing  duty  is  in  addition 
to  the  normal  customs  duties  assessed  upon  importation. 

At  the  present  time  there  are  13  countervailing  duty  orders  outstanding.  Three 
of  these  were  Issued  in  the  past  month.  Annex  2 also  contains  a statistical  state- 
ment of  countervailing  duty  cases  processed  from  1934  to  1968,  together  with  a 
listing  of  the  orders  currently  outstanding. 

Further,  in  terms  of  my  Department’s  responsibility  for  the  administration 
of  customs  laws,  we  fully  support  the  provision  in  the  Bill  for  elimination  of  the 
America  Selling  Price  System.  Over  the  years  ASP  has  proven  to  he  administra- 
tively burdensome  for  the  Bureau  of  Customs.  Its  removal  would  facilitate  the 
administration  of  the  customs  laws. 

Finally,  I must  emphasize  the  fact  that  our  leadership  in  the  movement  toward 
freer  world  trade  and  payments  has  created  new  opportunities  for  us.  Although 
there  have  been  problems  at  times,  our  strength  has  been  our  ability  to  press  for- 
ward and  out  of  the  wealth  of  an  expanding  U.S.  economy,  bring  forth  the  greatest 
strides  in  world  trade  and  development  In  recorded  history.  The  successful  con- 
clusion of  the  Kennedy  Round  negotiations  is  a good  example  of  how  a dynamic 
and  forwarddooking  policy  brings  benefits  to  all  the  world — to  us  and  our  trad- 
ing partners  alike.  Continued  cooperation  can  only  mean  progress  in  dealing  with 
our  problems.  A retreat  to  protectionism  by  the  United  States  would  be  certain 
to  bring  forth  the  same  response  abroad,  and  the  abrupt  termination  of  the  bene- 
fits we  all  have  enjoyed.  I believe  there  is  sufiScient  realization  on  the  part  of 
our  trading  partners  of  the  problems  created  by  some  of  their  policies  and  prac- 
tices to  warrant  the  conclusion  that  they  are  prepared  to  work  with  us  on  these 
problems  to  arrive  at  mutually  acceptable  solutions.  Fundamental  to  this  attitude 
is  their  desire  to  be  confident  that  the  U.S.  Government  will  continue  and  further 
its  efforts  to  create  an  international  environment  conducive  to  the  expansion  of 
world  trade. 

I want  to  be  equally  emphatic  in  underscoring  our  intent  to  act  forcefully  to  see 
to  it  that  the  obstacles  which  now  work  against  our  trade  are  eliminated.  Presi- 
dent Johnson,  in  his  message  to  the  Congress  on  the  Trade  E.xpansdon  Act  of 
1968,  underlined  that  “other  nations  must  join  with  us  to  put  an  end  to  non- 
tariff barriers.’’ 

Trade  is  a two-way  street. 

Sincerely  yours. 


Henry  H.  Fowler. 


ANNEX  1 

October  18,  1961. 

Hon.  Russell  B.  Long, 

Chairman  Senate  Finance  Committee, 

U.S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.G. 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman  : I am  writing  to  you  to  express  my  judgment  that  the 
recently  proposed  import  quota  bills,  if  enacted,  would  worsen  our  balance-of- 
payments  problem,  already  aggravated  by  the  Vietnam  conflict. 

During  the  postwar  period,  our  substantial  trade  surplus  has  been  the  major 
sustaining  element  in  our  balance-of-payments  picture.  This  trade  surplus  has 
provided  the  financial  means  for  carrying  on  necessary  military,  economic,  and 
diplomatic  activities  throughout  the  world  with  a convertible  dollar  of  constant 
gold  value.  Because  of  this  trade  surplus,  we  have  not  had  to  resort  to  the  re- 
strictions on  personal  freedom  of  travel  abroad  or  on  direct  investment  abroad 
which  so  many  countries  have  used.  I shudder  to  contemplate  what  would  have 
happened  to  our  balance-of-payments  position  and  our  gold  reserves  in  the  ab- 
sence of  this  strong  plus  factor  in  our  payments  situation. 

A country  with  a large  trade  surplus  is  uniquely  vulnerable  to  the  adverse  ef- 
fects of  a quota  war  and  that  is  what  wide  use  of  import  quotas  would  create. 
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To  incite  such  a war  would  be  a fool’s  game  since  the  United  States  would  be 
bound  to  end  up  as  a loser.  The  broad  use  of  import  quotas  may,  at  times,  make 
temporary  sense  for  inward-looking  trade  deficit  countries ; but  it  has  no  place  in 
the  policy  of  a major  trade  surplus  country  such  as  ours. 

Import  quotas  would  probably  reverse  the  continued  recovery  of  our  trade 
balance  upon  which  the  solution  to  our  balance-of-payments  problem  so  heavily 
depends.  They  would  do  this  by  causing  a loss  of  U.S.  exports  that  would  almost 
certainly  exceed  any  reduction  in  U.S.  imports  that  they  would  produce. 

There  are  three  reasons  for  anticipating  a substantial  adverse  effect  on  our 
exports  as  a result  of  widespread  imposition  of  import  quotas.  These  may  be 
referred  to  as  the  “feedback”  effect,  the  “retaliation”  effect  and  the  “competitive 
loss”  effect.  Let  me  describe  each  of  these,  in  turn. 

Feedback  effect. — When  we  import,  we  put  dollars  in  the  hands  of  foreign 
countries  which  are  likely  to  use  the  bulk  of  them  directly  or  indirectly  either  to 
purchase  U.S.  goods,  U.S.  services,  or  U.S.  long-term  investments. 

Experience  suggests  that  for  each  $1  billion  reduction  in  our  merchandise 
Imports,  we  will  lose  somewhat  over  half  a billion  dollars  of  exports.  Other 
items  in  our  balance-of-payments  accounts  will  also  change ; but  I am  speaking 
of  the  observable  statistical  relationship  between  our  merchandise  imports  and 
exports  over  a period  of  years. 

If  foreigners  earn  less  from  us  because  of  quota  barriers  which  we  erect 
against  their  goods,  we  can  surely  anticipate  that  their  purchases  of  our  goods 
will  decline  even  in  the  absence  of  retaliatory  action  against  our  goods.  But 
there  will  certainly  be  such  action — and  this  leads  me  to  the  second  adverse  effect 
that  the  proposed  quotas  would  have  on  our  exports. 

Retaliation  effect. — President  Kennedy  in  his  Balance  of  Payments  Message 
to  the  House  of  Representatives  on  February  6, 1961,  warned : 

“A  return  to  protectionism  is  not  a solution.  Such  a course  would  provoke  re- 
taliation; and  the  balance  of  trade,  which  is  now  substantially  in  our  favor, 
could  be  turned  against  us  with  disastrous  effects  to  the  dollar.” 

President  Johnson  in  his  Balance  of  Payments  Report  to  the  Congress  on  Feb- 
ruary 10,  1965,  emphasized  our  obligation  to  avoid  “beggar  thy  neighbor” 
restrictions  on  trade. 

■If  we  start  down  the  quota  path,  there  will  be  retaliatory  action  abroad  and 
our  trade  surplus  position  will  suffer. 

The  six  Common  Market  countries  have  already  given  a veiled  warning  that 
they  would  retaliate.  I do  not  think  they  are  bluffing.  The  Commission  which 
is  the  executive  arm  of  the  European  Community  is  reported  to  have  already 
undertaken  a study  of  possible  retaliatory  action.  A Commission  recommenda- 
tion along  this  line  to  the  Community’s  Council  of  Ministers  would  certainly 
receive  very  careful  consideration. 

Other  countries  would  follow  suit.  I understand  the  Australian  Government 
has  estimated  that  the  proposed  quotas  would  apply  to  60  percent  of  Australia’s 
exports  to  us.  I hardly  think  that  country,  or  other  countries  in  comparable  sit- 
uations, would  remain  passive  in  the  face  of  U.S.  quota  limitations  affecting  so 
large  a portion  of  exports  to  us. 

Let  me  add  that  foreign  countries  have  a variety  of  devices  with  which  they 
could  retaliate  against  the  proposed  U.S.  quotas.  These  include  not  only  counter- 
quotas but  also  administrative  devices  such  as  licensing  requirements  which  are 
not  so  obvious  but  which  could  be  quite  effective  in  reducing  their  imports  from 
the  U.S.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  these  instruments  would  be  brought 
into  play  within  a short  time  after  action  by  the  U.S.  along  the  lines  of  the 
proposed  legislation. 

In  addition,  then,  to  the  adverse  “feedback”  effect  on  our  exports  resulting 
from  a quota-induced  reduction  in  our  imports,  there  would  be  a decline  in  our 
exports  due  to  foreign  retaliation.  Loss  of  U.S.  exports  due  to  these  two  reasons 
alone  might  well  exceed  any  reduction  in  our  imports  resulting  from  the  proposed 
quotas.  But  the  above  losses  would  be  supplemented  due  to  a third  adverse  effect 
resulting  from  imposition  of  import  quotas. 

Competitive  loss  effect.  Imposition  of  the  proposed  quotas,  by  curtailing  com- 
petition from  foreigners,  would  encourage  higher  domestic  prices  for  various 
materials  and  components  which  enter  our  export  products.  As  a result,  our 
exports  would  tend  to  be  less  competitive  in  foreign  markets,  and  we  could 
expect  foreigners  to  buy  less  of  them  for  this  reason. 

In  August  I testified  before  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on  the 
President’s  fiscal  program.  In  that  testimony  I emphasized  the  importance  of 
keeping  our  exports  competitive  over  the  longer  run  and  pointed  out  that  the 
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requested  tax  increase  would  contribute  to  this  end.  Maintaining  an  open  econ- 
omy— that  is,  one  free  from  widespread  quotas  and  other  barriers  to  trade — ^also 
contributes  to  this  end.  We  cannot  hope  to  produce  in  a highly  protected  domestic 
market  and  sell  successfully  in  highly  competitive  international  markets. 

I have  described  above  three  adverse  effects  that  the  proposed  import  quotas 
would  have  on  U.S.  exports.  I cannot  predict  exactly  what  their  combined  effect 
would  mean  in  terms  of  dollar  loss  of  U.S.  exports  for  each  dollar  reduction  in 
U.S.  imports  brought  about  by  the  proposed  quotas.  But  my  judgment  is  that 
the  ratio  would  be  considerably  greater  than  one  for  one — that  is,  more  than 
one  dollar’s  loss  of  exports  for  every  dollar  reduction  of  imports.  In  summary, 
the  proposed  quotas  would  hurt  our  trade  balance  and,  therefore,  our  balance 
of  payments. 

The  approach  under  our  balance-of-payments  program  has  been  in  exactly  the 
opposite  direction — namely,  to  achieve  an  expansion  of  exports  that  would  out- 
strip the  rise  in  our  imports.  In  short,  we  are  striving  for  a balance-of-payments 
solution  in  the  context  of  a healthy,  expanding  international  economy  such  as 
has  been  developing  in  the  last  decade  or  two.  The  proposed  legislation,  by  con- 
trast, would  foster  a retreat  to  protected  markets  which  could  easily  become 
cumulative.  Protectionism  is  like  inflation.  There  is  never  enough  of  it  for  the 
firm  whose  costs  are  seriously  out  of  line. 

Any  adverse  effects  of  increased  imports  on  particular  firms  or  individuals  are 
not  remedied  from  the  national  point  of  view  by  transferring  the  disruption  to 
firms  and  workers  engaged  in  exporting.  Adverse  effects,  in  any  event,  are  likely 
to  be  temporary  in  a period  of  healthy  domestic  growth  and  near  capacity 
utilization  of  domestic  resources.  We  are  not  facing  a period  of  mass  unemploy- 
ment and  low  rates  of  plant  capacity  utilization  such  as  featured  the  l^fi’s. 
The  Administration’s  policy  has  been  directed  more  and  more  firmly  towards  the 
maintenance  of  a full  employment,  noninflationary  economy  in  which  interna- 
tional trade  in  both  directions  plays  an  important  role. 

Enactment  of  the  proposed  bills  would  bring  to  an  end  an  era  of  progressive 
liberalization  in  international  trade — an  era  which  has  witnessed  the  highest 
growth  rate  that  the  industrialized  area  of  the  world  has  ever  experienced. 

The  United  States  has  played  a leading  role  in  this  liberalization  process.  In 
addition  to  completing  successfully  the  Kennedy  Round  of  trade  negotiations, 
the  United  States  and  other  free  world  countries  have  recently  agreed  on  a 
facility  for  supplementing  existing  international  reserve  assets,  as  needed,  in 
order  that  a shortage  of  such  reserves  will  not  impede  the  continued  growth  of 
world  trade. 

Our  best  interests  at  home  and  abroad  would  suffer  if  the  United  States  were 
suddenly  to  forsake  its  role  in  the  expanding  free  world  economy  for  the  illusory 
benefits  of  an  import  quota  system. 

Sincerely  yours. 


Henry  H.  Fowler. 


ANNEX  2 


Record  of  antidumping  and  countervailing  duly  cases 


Dumping  cases:  ■ 

Cases  processed  Jan.  1, 1955  through  Dec.  31, 1967 371 

No  price  discrimination. 230 

Price  revision  or  termination  of  sales. 89 

Noinjury 40 

Findings  of  dumping 12 

Countervailing  duty  cases; 

Cases  processed  May  1,  1934  to  May  31, 1968 191 

Countervailing  duty  orders 30 

Orders  currently  in  efiect  (8  countries) 13 

Current  orders: 

Country  Product  and  year 

Australia sugar  content  of  certain  articles — 1923;  butter — 1928 


Canada cheese— 1940  and  1953 

Cuba cordage— 1964 

Denmark; butter— 1936 

France canned  tomato  paste— 1968 

Great  Britain  spirits— 1914;  sugar— 1938 

Ireland spirits— 1935 

Italy transmission  towers— 1967;  canned  tomatoes  and  canned 

tomato  concentrate— 1968;  wire  mesh— 1968 

1 From  Jan.  1,  1934  (at  which  time  detailed  records  on  the  Antidumping  Act  were  begun  to  be  kept) 
until  Dec.  31,  1967,  there  were  496  cases  processed.  A finding  of  dumping  was  made  in  19  of  these  cases. 
Records  of  cases  prior  to  1966,  when  the  responsibility  for  making  Injury  determinations  was  first  under- 
taken by  the  U.S.  Tariff  Commission,  are  not  complete  as  to  the  reasons  for  the  determinations. 
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Exhibit  49.— Statement  by  Under  Secretary  Barr,  February  28,  1968,  before  the 

International  Finance  Subcommittee  of  the  House  Banking  and  Currency 

Committee,  on  H.R.  15364,  a bill  to  increase  the  Ordinary  Capital  resources  of 

the  Inter-American  Development  Bank 

It  is  a pleasure  to  appear  before  you  today  In  support  of  H.R.  15364  which 
authorizes  participation  by  the  United  States  in  an  expansion  of  the  callable 
Ordinary  Capital  resources  of  the  Inter-American  Development  Bank.  In  the 
words  of  President  Johnson,  the  legislation  would  “enlarge  the  borrowing  and 
lending  capacity  of  this  vital  Alliance  for  Progress  institution  without  requiring 
expenditure  of  United  States  Government  funds.” 

Growth  of  the  Bank  after  its  establishment  in  1959  necessitated  an  increase  in 
its  callable  Ordinary  Capital  in  1964.  Further  satisfactory  growth  since  then  and 
the  assumption  by  the  Bank  of  new  responsibilities  now  make  it  desirable  and 
timely  to  act  again  to  assure  the  adequacy  of  the  Bank’s  resources.  Approval  of 
the  pending  legislation  would  mark  another  significant  step  forward  in  strength- 
ening the  Bank  as  the  principal  hard-loan  financing  institution  of  the  Alliance 
for  Progress.  The  Bank  and  its  role  in  hemispheric  economic  development  have 
enjoyed  the  firm  support  of  three  Presidents  and  of  five  Congresses,  from  the 
86th  to  the  present  90th  Congress. 

The  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Inter-American  Development  Bank  at  their 
Annual  Meeting  in  April  1967,  unanimously  agreed  to  recommend  to  the  member 
governments  that  appropriate  steps  be  taken  to  increase  the  resources  of  the 
Bank  in  two  ways : first,  'through  a 3-year  increase  starting  in  1967  in  the  Fund 
for  Special  Operations,  the  Bank’s  concessional  lending  window,  and  second, 
through  an  increase  in  the  callable  Ordinary  Capital  of  the  Bank  for  hard  lending 
for  action  this  year.  The  first  proposal  involves  an  actual  expenditure  of  Govern- 
ment funds.  The  second  proposal  does  not 

Last  year,  this  committee  recommended  U.S.  participation  in  the  first  proposal, 
for  the  increase  of  the  Fund  for  Special  Operations.  The  full  Congress  approved 
your  recommendation,  and  the  Increase  is  now  being  implemented.  Today’s 
request  deals  exclusively  with  the  second  of  the  recommendations,  concerning 
Ordinary  Capital. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on  International  Monetary  and  Financial  Pol- 
icies has  submitted  a Special  Report  on  this  proposal  to  the  President  and  to  the 
Congress.  This  Special  Report  describes  the  background  and  the  details  of  the 
proposal  and  strongly  recommends  prompt  enactment  of  the  necessary  legisla- 
tion. I have  asked  that  a copy  of  the  Council’s  Special  Report  be  made  available 
to  each  member  of  this  Committee. 

The  proposal  by  the  Governors  on  the  Bank’s  Ordinary  Capital  involves  (a) 
an  increase  in  authorized  capital  stock  of  the  Bank  by  $1  billion  in  order  to  per- 
mit (b)  subscriptions  by  member  governments — on  a callable  basis  requiring  no 
cash  payment — of  their  proportionate  share  of  such  increase. 

Callable  subscriptions  enable  the  Bank  to  raise  Ordinary  Capital  resources  by 
borrowing  in  the  various  capital  markets.  These  subscriptions  represent  con- 
tingent liabilities,  which  may  only  be  called  when  required  to  meet  the  obligation 
of  the  Bank  on  such  borrowings. 

The  proportionate  share  of  the  United  States  in  the  proposed  callable  capital 
increase  would  be  $411,760,000.  Under  the  terms  of  the  proposal,  this  amount 
would  be  subscribed  in  two  equal  portions  of  $205,880,000  each,  the  first  by  the 
end  of  this  year  and  the  second  in  1970.  Although  appropriations  will  be  sought 
in  the  relevant  years,  the  subscriptions  as  such  involve  no  budgetary  expendi- 
ture. It  is  not  foreseen  that  the  shares,  once  subscribed,  will  be  called  for  cash 
payment  by  the  United  States.  By  the  act  of  January  22,  1964  (Public  Law 
88-259)  the  Congress  approved  U.S.  participation  of  the  same  amount  in  a 
previous  capital  increase  of  identical  purpose  and  size. 

Since  it  began  its  lending  operations  in  1960,  the  Bank  has  made  a major 
contribution  to  Latin  American  development.  The  Bank  has  made  448  loans  total- 
ing $2,391  million  from  all  of  its  sources  of  funds  (including  155  loans  from 
Ordinary  Capital  amounting  to  $901  million).  In  doing  so,  it  has  helped  to 
mobilize  another  $3  billion  of  additional  development  funds  from  local  and  other 
sources. 

Let  me  recall  briefly,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  structure  of  the  Inter-American 
Development  Bank  and  the  extent  of  U.S.  participation  in  the  Ordinary  Capital 
of  this  institution.  The  Bank  was  established  for  the  purpose  of  contributing  to 
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“the  acceleration  of  the  process  of  economic  development  of  the  member  coun- 
tries.” The  United  States,  all  .of  the  Latin  American  countries  (except  Cuba) 
and  Trinidad  and  Tobago  are  members.  The  Bank’s  senior  policy  body  is  its 
Board  of  Governors,  on  which  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Henry  H.  Fowler 
serves  as  U.S.  Governor.  The  United  States  appoints  its  own  Executive  Director 
(and  Alternate  Executive  Director)  to  the  seven-man  Board  of  Executive  Direc- 
tors. The  Executive  Directors  oversee  the  day-to-day  operations  of  the  Manage- 
ment of  the  Bank.  Voting  in  the  Boards  of  Governors  and  Executive  Directors 
is  on  the  basis  of  weighted  votes  with  the  United  States  having  42  percent  of 
total  votes. 

The  Inter-American  Development  Bank  was  established  with  two  separate 
lending  “windows.”  The  Ordinary  Capital  window  provides  for  loans  on  the 
more  conventional  banking  terms  reflecting  its  primary  reliance  on  private  capi- 
tal markets  for  funds.  The  Fund  for  Special  Operations  was  designed  to  make 
loans  on  concessional  repayment  terms  and  accordingly  relies  primarily  on 
government  funds. 

The  Bank  was  initially  established  with  an  authorized  Ordinary  Capital 
amounting  to  $850  million,  of  which  $400  million  was  to  be  paid  in  and  $450  mil- 
lion was  to  be  callable.  Of  the  initial  callable  capital,  the  United  States  sub- 
scribed to  its  share  of  $200  million  and  the  other  members  subscribed  to  their 
shares  totaling  $232  million.  (The  balance  of  $18  million  was  to  have  been  the 
share  of  Cuba,  which  declined  to  join  the  Bank  upon  its  establishment  and 
subsequently  became  ineligible  to  do  so.) 

In  1964,  the  callable  capital  was  increased  by  $1  billion  to  provide  for  continued 
financial  growth.  Members  subscribed  to  the  increase  in  the  same  proportion  as 
their  subscriptions  bore  to  the  then-existing  authorized  capital  of  the  Bank, 
At  the  same  time,  the  authorized  capital  was  increased  by  $300  million  to 
provide  shares  for  possible  subscriptions  by  new  members.  After  the  1964  actions, 
the  authorized  capital  stock  of  the  Bank  was  $2,150  million. 

The  callable  capital  of  the  Bank  is  a contingent  liability  of  the  member  coun- 
tries. It  can  be  called  only  and  to  the  extent  necessary  to  meet  obligations  of  the 
Bank  on  securities  which  the  Bank  has  issued  for  sale  in  the  private  financial 
markets  or  on  guarantees  which  the  Bank  has  made.  Otherwise,  there  is  no 
burden  on  the  member  governments  or  on  taxpayers  in  the  United  States  or  in 
the  Latin  American  countries.  If  calls  are  ever  required,  they  must  be  uniform 
In  percentage  on  all  capital  shares.  Calls  cannot  be  exercised  as  a means  of 
obtaining  cajsh  from  governments  to  carry  on  normal  loan  operations. 

On  the  strength  of  the  contingent  liability  represented  by  the  callaible  capital, 
which  is  in  effect  a guarantee  of  the  member  countries,  the  Bank  has  been  able 
to  go  to  the  private  capital  markets  in  Europe  and  the  United  States  and  suc- 
cessfully place  its  own  securities.  The  proceeds  from  these  bond  issues  are  then 
available  to  the  Bank  as  adiditional  capital  for  lending  operations. 

Since  its  inception  in  1960,  the  Bank  has  borrowed  in  the  capital  markets 
of  the  United  States,  Italy,  Germany,  The  United  Kingdom,  Switzerland  and 
Belgium.  It  has  borrowed  in  Latin  American  member  countries,  Spain  and  Israel 
through  the  sale  of  short-term  bonds  to  their  central  banks.  It  has  also  borrowed 
from  government  agencies  in  Spain  and  Japan.  The  total  of  all  these  borrow- 
ings now  outstanding  is  nearly  $515  million.  Within  present  capital  subscriptions, 
the  maximum  the  Bank  can  borrow  and  have  outstanding  is  $611.8  million.  This 
figure  constitutes  a limit  because  the  Bank  has  covenanted  with  bond-holders 
not  to  permit  its  net  borrowings  to  exceed  the  U.S.  share  of  the  subscribed 
callable  capital. 

The  Bank’s  bonds  that  are  floated  in  the  United  States  are  rated  AAA  and 
have  sold  broadly  to  institutional  investors.  In  fact,  every  issue  has  been  over 
subscribed. 

The  Bank’s  rate  to  its  borrowers  is  controlled  by  the  cost  of  money.  Until  the  last 
issue  in  the  U.S.  market  in  November,  the  Bank’s  lending  rate  was  6%  percent, 
including  1 percent  commission  which  is  allocated  to  the  special  reserve.  But  in 
November,  in  view  of  the  interest  cost  on  that  issue,  it  raised  its  rate  on  loans 
from  funds  borrowed  in  the  United  States  to  7%  percent.  Funds  borrowed  in 
non-member  countries  are  lent  at  rates  that  include  up  to  an  additional  1% 
percent  above  the  cost  of  the  funds. 

The  proceeds  of  these  borrowings,  together  with  the  paid-in  capital  have 
provided  the  resources  from  which  the  Bank  has  made  155  Ordinary  Oapital 
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loans  totaling  over  $900  million.  These  loans  have  heen  concentrated  largely  in 
the  fields  of  industry  and  mining,  agriculture  and  electric  power.  As  of  Decem- 
ber 31,  1967,  the  Bank  had  available  for  lending  $52.4  million  in  hard  currencies, 
together  with  further  borrowing  capacity  of  $98.2  million  against  the  U.S.  callable 
subscription.  The  proposed  increase  in  callable  capital  is  necessary  to  enable  the 
Bank  to  borrow  sufficient  sums  in  the  private  capital  market  to  maintain  Ordinary 
Capital  lending  at  the  $175  million  per  year  level  which  the  Executive  Directors 
found  to  be  desirable  for  the  period  through  1970. 

As  shown  by  the  financial  statements  appended  to  the  National  Advisory 
Council’s  Report,  the  Bank’s  net  income  grew  significantly  in  1967  compared 
With  1966.  As  a result  of  its  operations  “in  the  black”  over  the  years,  the  Banli: 
began  1968  with  a general  reseiwe  of  $32.8  million  and  a special  reserve  of  $10.4 
million.  The  latter  is  kept  available  to  meet  any  contingency  with  regard  to  the 
Bank’s  obligations  created  by  borrowings  and  guaranteed  loans.  These  reserves 
plus  the  splendid  repayment  record  of  the  Bank’s  borrowers — only  two  loans, 
amounting  to  about  1 percent  of  commitments,  are  in  default — assure  a sound 
financial  position.  On  the  basis  of  the  World  Bank’s  20-plus  years  of  experience, 
and  the  Bank’s  own  8 years  of  experience,  I fully  expect  that  the  Inter-American 
Development  Bank  will  be  amply  able  to  meet  its  oibligations  and  therefore  will 
not  require  a cash  transfer  from  the  Treasury. 

Recognizing  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  problem,  the  Bank  continues  to  place 
additional  bond  issues  in  nonmember  countries  and  is  currently  pursuing  oppor- 
tunities in  a number  of  these  which  it  hopes  will  further  materialize  this  year. 
To  date,  35  percent  of  the  Bank’s  debt  has  been  raised  in  non-United  States  mar- 
kets. Moreover,  the  Bank,  when  it  has  had  recourse  to  the  U.S.  market,  has  been 
handling  the  investment  of  the  proceeds  of  bond  issues  in  a manner  calculated 
to  have  minimal  effect  on  the  UjS.  balance  of  payments. 

In  October  of  last  year,  the  Bank’s  Board  of  Executive  Directors  approved 
a new  program  designed  to  mobilize  additional  resources  from  the  developed 
countries  which  are  not  members  of  the  Bank.  This  program  makes  the  use 
of  Bank  funds  for  procurement  in  each  nonmember  developed  country  conditional 
upon  an  appropriate  contribution  of  resources  to  the  Bank  by  such  country.  It 
is  intended  to  provide  the  Bank  with  greater  access  to  the  private  capital  mar- 
kets of  other  industrialized  countries  and  the  Bank  is  vigorously  pursuing  that 
end.  The  new  policy,  while  retaining  competitive  bidding  for  procurement  among 
eligible  countries,  also  helps  to  assure  that  the  operations  of  the  Bank  do  not 
result  in  an  undesirable  effect  on  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments. 

In  view  of  the  legislative  background  on  this  matter  last  year,  I would  like  to 
report  at  this  time  that  pursuant  to  a U.S.  Initiative,  the  Board  of  Executive 
Directors  on  Monday  agreed  to  propose  to  member  governments  the  establish- 
ment of  a system  of  continuing  comprehensive  audit  of  the  Bank’s  activities.  This 
system  would  give  emphasis  to  appraising  the  effectiveness  of  the  implementa- 
tion and  administration  of  loans  made  by  the  Bank.  Approval  by  member 
governments  is  expected  shortly.  This  system  is  in  accord  with  the  advice  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  received  from  the  Comptroller  General  on  the  scope  of 
the  audit  and  the  auditing  and  reporting  standards,  pursuant  to  Section  1 of 
Public  Law  90^88. 

As  President  Johnson  has  stated,  the  Inter-American  Bank  “stands  at  the 
center  of  the  Alliance  for  Progress.”  The  growth  of  its  hard  loan  operations 
makes  an  increase  this  year  in  the  Bank’s  callable  capital  both  desirable  and 
timely.  'Sales  of  bonds  in  private  markets  are  now  the  Bank’s  principal  source 
of  lendable  Ordinary  Capital  funds.  Since  1960,  the  Congress  has  appropriated 
$612  million  Which  has  remained  with  the  U.S.  Treasury  as  a guarantee  behind 
these  bonds.  Not  one  dollar  of  this  money  has  ever  been  spent,  but  this  guaran- 
tee has  enabled  the  Bank  to  raise  its  funds  from  private  sources  here  and 
abroad  to  provide  effective  support  for  sound  development  projects.  We  must 
extend  this  worthy  record.  The  Bank  has  given  its  full  cooperation  in  conducting 
its  operations  along  lines  that  minimize  the  impact  on  the  U.S.  balance  of  pay- 
ments position.  I urge  that  you  act  favorably  to  authorize  the  U.S.  Governor  of 
the  Bank — ^the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury — to  support  the  proposed  increase 
and  indicate  U.S.  readiness  to  subscribe  to  its  share.  I also  urge  you  to  authorize 
■appropriation,  without  fiscal  year  limitation,  of  $412  million  representing  the 
U.S.  participation  in  this  billion  dollar  expansion  in  the  callable  capital  of  the 
Inter-American  Development  Bank. 
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Exhibit  50.— Statement  by  Under  Secretary  Barr,  Acting  as  Governor  for  the 

United  States,  April  5,  1968,  at  the  1st  Annual  Meeting  of  the  Asian  Develop- 
ment Bank,  Manila,  Philippines 

For  my  Government,  I am  honored  to  participate  in  this  first  Annual  Meeting 
of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Asian  Development  Bank. 

Several  thousand  years  ago,  an  ancient  poet  had  this  to  say — 

“To  everything  there  is  a season  and  a time  to  every  purpose  under  the 
heaven. 

“A  time  to  weep  and  a time  to  laugh,  a time  to  mourn  and  a time  to  dance. 

“A  time  to  rend  and  a time  to  sew. 

“A  time  to  love,  and  a time  to  hate,  a time  of  war,  and  a time  of  peace.” 

My  fellow  governors  we  meet  at  a singular  moment  in  the  history  of  man. 
There  are  today  the  first  glimmers  of  the  possibility  of  peace  in  this  area. 
We  have  survived  in  the  past  few  months  an  attack  of  unparalled  ferocity  on 
the  international  financial  arrangements  under  which  we  have  lived  for  the 
last  two  decades.  Unquestionably  we  are  moving  into  a new  era  in  which  our 
directions  are  unclear.  I have  no  doubt  that  the  systems  we  have  devised  for 
maintaining  order  in  the  affairs  of  men — physical  as  well  as  financial — will 
. be  subjected  to  stress  and  to  strain  and  to  continuous  scrutiny  and  questioning. 
To  paraphrase  the  song  of  the  ancient  poet,  “This  is  a time  of  crisis — ^but 
also  a time  of  hope.” 

As  we  grope  our  way  forward  into  the  problems  of  the  future,  I believe 
that  two  facts  are  self-evident. 

First,  there  can  be  no  improvement  in  the  condition  of  men  unless  we  can 
establish  a world  In  which  physical  order  is  a fact  and  not  a theory. 

Secondly,  financial  disorder  is  next  only  to  physical  disorder  in  its  effect 
on  the  affairs  of  mankind. 

If  we  could  accept  these  two  theses  as  given ; if  we  accept  the  fact  that  the 
world  is  preparing  for  change;  perhaps  it  would  be  useful  to  review  briefly 
where  we  have  come  in  our  own  particular  areas  of  responsibility — finance 
and  development — -what  is  worth  keeping,  what  can  be  improved,  and  where 
this  new  institution  fits  into  the  total  scheme. 

The  modern  history  of  international  cooperation  in  the  fields  of  finance  and 
economic  development  begins  with  the  Bretton  Woods  Agreements  of  1944.  That 
historic  accord  set  the  world  on  a course  to  which  we  have  adhered — with 
the  expected  zigs  and  zags  of  history,  but  nonetheless  with  a remarkable  degree 
of  consistency — over  the  past  23  years. 

The  Bretton  Woods  Agreements  had  two  basic  objectives — first,  the  creation 
of  a system  of  international  financial  arrangements  in  the  IMF  that  facilitated 
and  encouraged  an  unprecedented  expansion  of  trade,  investment  and  finance 
among  the  free  nations  of  the  world.  It  was  specifically  designed  to  steer  the 
world  away  from  the  protectionist  and  divisive  economic  forces  that  had 
characterized  the  world  of  the  1930’s. 

The  second  objective  of  the  Bretton  Woods  Conference  was  to  direct  and 
concentrate  the  energies  of  the  Free  World  on  the  processes  of  rational  eco- 
nomic development— first  in  rebuilding  Europe  and  Japan,  and  now  by  assisting 
in  the  improvement  of  the  economies  of  the  developing  nations. 

The  meeting  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Group  of  Ten  in  Stockholm  last  week 
was  a giant  step  forward  in  the  effort  to  continue  the  development  of  sensible 
and  reliable  international  financial  arrangements.  The  Stockholm  meeting,  and 
its  predecessor  at  Rio  de  Janeiro,  refiect  the  Free  World’s  conclusion  that 
it  can  no  longer  depend  exclusively  on  gold  and  reserve  currencies  to  provide 
a level  of  reserve  growth  that  will  underwrite  continued  and  an  even  accelerated 
expansion  of  international  trade,  investment  and  finance.  The  decision  which 
governments  will  soon  be  asked  to  ratify  is  a conscious  step  to  pool  their  col- 
lective resources  in  the  creation  of  a truly  international  financial  unit  that 
can  take  its  place  with  gold  and  the  reserve  currencies  in  the  reserves  of 
nations. 

I am  certain  that  there  is  no  need  for  me  to  elaborate  on  the  crucial  importance 
of  this  decision  to  my  fellow  Governors.  It  is  a fundamental  and  purposeful 
move  to  head  off  any  tendency  for  our  international  financial  arrangements  to 
fall  into  disarray,  and  to  preclude  the  reemergence  of  the  suffering  and  decay 
that  many  of  us  witnessed  in  the  decade  of  the  1930’s.  It  is  difficult  to  imagine 
a step  that  is  more  crucial  to  all  of  us — developed  as  well  as  developing  nations. 
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All  of  us  can  take  heart,  I believe,  in  the  sense  of  responsibility  which  the  free 
nations  have  thus  far  evidenced. 

Unless  our  international  monetary  system  is  in  order  and  is  functioning,  de- 
velopment progress  is  impossible.  Unless  our  international  financial  arrangements 
are  secure,  the  transfer  of  resources  from  the  industrial  nations  to  the  developing 
nations  will  surely  break  down.  Thus  the  decisions  at  Stockholm,  and  the 
ensuing  decisions  to  be  made  by  all  of  the  member  governments  of  the  Inter- 
national Monetary  Fund,  are  crucial  to  what  the  ADB  is  attempting  to  accom- 
plish here  in  Asia,  as  well  as  to  the  comparable  efforts  in  Africa  and  Latin 
America. 

These  past  23  years  also  have  seen  the  creation  of  a new  concept  in  economic 
development — regional  cooperation  through  the  regional  development  banks — 
as  a logical  extension  and  supplement  to  the  original  concept  of  the  World 
Bank.  The  realities  of  the  world  today  clearly  Indicate  that  there  is  a compelling 
desire  in  the  peoples  of  Asia,  Africa,  and  Latin  America  to  develop  institutions 
oriented  toward  their  particular  problems.  This,  I think,  is  surely  understandable. 
The  needs  of  Asia  are  not  the  needs  of  Latin  America.  The  problems  of  Africa 
are  equally  dissimilar  to  the  problems  of  the  other  two  developing  regions.  I 
believe  that  most  of  us  who  have  watched  this  development  have  concluded  that 
the  regional  banks  have  an  extremely  important  role  to  play  in  the  development 
efforts  in  which  we  are  all  so  vitally  concerned. 

The  development  system  which  has  emerged  gives  me  a great  measure  of 
encouragement.  We  now  have  a sound  World  Bank  prepared  to  operate  with 
a global  perspective.  The  regional  banks,  in  turn,  are  now  preparing  to  focus 
and  enlarge  the  efforts  of  the  nations  of  the  region  to  work  with  their  neighbors, 
and  with  their  other  friends  around  the  world,  to  bring  a better  life  to  their 
peoples.  In  this  process  the  Asian  Development  Bank  has  a vital  role  to  play. 

Two-thirds  of  the  world’s  population  lives  in  Asia.  The  problems  you  face  are 
not  all  common  to  the  rest  of  the  globe.  Only  by  working  together  can  you  most 
effectively  meet  the  needs  of  this  great  region. 

My  Government  takes  great  satisfaction  in  the  solid  and  constructive  first 
year  of  this  Bank’s  history.  President  Watanabe  is  to  be  congratulated  on 
having  assembled  a staff  which  is  distinguished  not  only  by  its  professional 
competence,  but  also  by  the  breadth  of  its  regional  experience  and  background. 
Both  the  President  and  the  Board  of  Directors  are  to  be  commended  on  the 
efladent  and  expeditious  manner  in  which  they  have  dealt  with  the  tedious 
but  important  matters  involved  in  organizing  an  institution  of  this  kind.  With- 
in six  months  of  its  establishment  the  Bank  was  prepared  to  undertake  the 
tasks  for  which  it  was  founded.  Its  performance  to  date  is  noteworthy  and 
augurs  well  for  the  future.  It  has  undertaken  and  completed  a comprehensive 
Asian  Agricultural  Survey.  It  is  preparing  to  undertake  a comprehensive  re- 
gional transport  survey  at  the  request  of  a number  of  members.  These  will 
provide  a solid  foundation  for  future  operations. 

In  conclusion  let  me  repeat  “This  is  a time  of  crisis — but  also  a time  of  hope.” 
Unquestionably  there  have  been  times  in  the  past  two  decades  when  we  have 
been  foolish,  selfish,  and  short  sighted.  But  there  is  also  strong  evidence  to 
conclude  that  much  of  what  we  have  done  is  sensible,  rational  and  moral. 

Slowly  but  inexorably  we  are  furthering  the  evolution  of  a workable  syistem 
of  international  financial  arrangements.  We  have  somehow  evolved  a practical 
system  for  meeting  the  development  problems  of  the  world.  Finally,  I know  that 
the  other  Governors  of  the  Bank  must  share  my  fervent  hope  that  the  first  glim- 
mers of  peace  in  this  region  which  have  appeared  in  the  past  few  days  will 
produce  the  respect  for  order  which  all  nations  seek.  If  our  hopes  are  realized, 
we  shall  see  an  immense  expansion  in  the  opportunities  for  the  effective 
functioning  of  this  institution.  The  role  of  this  Bank  in  the  years  or  perhaps  the 
months  that  lie  ahead  can  be  crucial  to  the  hundreds  of  millions  of  people  whose 
hopes  are  so  clearly  associated  with  the  siucce.ssful  development  of  this  region. 

As  you  know  President  Johnson  has  recommended  to  the  Congress  that  we 
contribute  $200  million  to  the  Multilateral  Special  Funds  of  this  Bank.  The 
United  States,  like  most  other  naitions,  is  confronted  with  enormous  demands 
for  funds  needed  at  home  and  abroad.  However,  the  opportunity  to  participate 
in  funds  designed  to  promote  agricultural  development,  transportation  and  com- 
munications improvement  and  eventually  the  development  of  the  Mekong  River 
constitutes  an  exciting  challenge  that  carries  the  very  highest  priority  in  our 
thinking. 
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In  conclusion  I slaoulR  like  to  express,  on  behalf  of  tbe  United  States  Delega- 
tion, our  deep  appreciation  of  the  warm  and  gracious  hospitality  of  the  Philippine 
Government  and  people. 

Thank  you. 


Exhibit  51. — Statement  by  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  Deming, 
July  14,  1967,  before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  on  the  interest  equalization 
tax 

I am  here  today  to  request  your  approval  for  the  President’s  recommendations 
regarding  the  interest  equalization  tax  (lET).  These  recommendations  have 
been,  to  a large  extent,  incorporated  in  H.R.  6098  as  passed  by  the  House  of 
Representatives.  The  bill,  if  amended  In  accordance  with  the  remaining  recom- 
mendations, would ; 

— -as  in  the  present  H.R.  6098,  extend  the  interest  equalization  tax  from  its 
current  expiration  date  of  July  81, 1967,  to  July  31, 1969 ; 

— revise  the  tax  rates  applicable  to  foreign  borrowing  in  the  United  States  to 
range  between  the  equivalent  of  zero  and  two  percent  per  annum,  and  give  the 
President  discretionary  authority  to  vary  the  effective  annual  interest  cost  to 
foreign  borrowers  within  this  range  (the  current  statutory  rate  is  fixed  at  one 
percent,  and  the  range  of  discretionary  authority  in  the  present  H.R.  6098  runs 
from  one  to  one  and  a half  percent)  ; and 
— as  in  the  present  H.R.  6098,  set  the  tax  rate  equivalent  to  one  and  one-half 
percent  per  annum  for  the  period  January  26,  1967,  through  the  29th  day  after 
enactment  of  the  legislation.  On  the  30th  day  after  enactment,  the  tax  rate  would 
revert  to  the  current  statutory  rate  of  one  percent  unless  the  President  exercised 
his  authority  with  respect  to  the  schedule  of  rates. 

The  prime  and  Immediate  reason  necessitating  extension  and  revision  of  the 
interest  equalization  tax  is  the  U.S.  balance-of-payments  problem.  The  U.S. 
trade  position  is  improving.  The  trade  surplus  in  the  first  5 months  of  1967  is  run- 
ning at  an  annual  rate  of  $4.4  billion  as  against  $3.7  billion  for  the  full  year 
1966  and  $2.9  billion,  annual  rate,  in  the  fourth  quarter  of  last  year.  Unfor- 
tunately, the  foreign  exchange  costs  of  our  military  presence  abroad  have  been 
rising,  reflecting  primarily  the  Vietnam  War.  In  such  a situation  we  have  no 
recourse  but  to  continue  to  moderate  the  flow  of  our  capital  exports.  The  IE.T 
helps  us  to  do  this. 

When  we  appeared  before  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on  Febru- 
ary 15,  1967,  we  were  able  to  report  that  interest  rates  both  here  and  abroad  had 
declined.  A month  earlier.  Secretary  Fowler  had  met  with  several  of  his  Euro- 
pean colleagues  at  Chequers.  They  agreed  that  the  prevailing  high  level  of  interest 
rates  was  a barrier  to  the  pursuit  of  their  respective  national  economic  iwlicies ; 
they  further  recognized  the  desirability  of  working  toward  a general  reduction 
of  these  high  rates.  Their  efforts  met  with  success.  But  by  February  the  spread 
between  rates  here  and  abroad  had  widened  even  though  there  were  absolute 
declines  in  rates  in  both  areas.  ’That  prompted  us  to  stress  the  fact  that  rate 
spreads  could  both  widen  and  narrow  and  that  future  interest  rate  developments 
in  the  United  States  and  in  Europe  could  not  be  predicted  with  any  precision. 
Thus  we  believed  it  would  be  well  to  have  some  flexibility  in  the  lET  rates  so 
as  to  protect  against  both  types  of  development. 

Since  mid-April  we  have  seen  one  of  the  most  rapid  rises  in  long-term  rates  in 
our  history.  Rates  on  long-term  Treasury  bonds  jumped  from  about  4.60  percent 
in  mid-April  to  more  than  5 percent  by  late  June,  while  rates  on  high  grade  new 
corporate  utility  bond  issues  rose  from  about  5.57  percent  to  6.11  percent  in  late 
June.  Recently  there  have  been  equally  dramatic  increases  in  short-term  rates — 
in  the  30  days  betvveen  .June  5 and  July  5 the  yield  on  Treasury  bills  jumped 
from  3.37  to  4.29  percent.  In  the  last  few  days,  a steadier  atmosphere  has  pre- 
vailed in  the  markets  but  the  rate  changes  of  recent  weeks  and  months  are 
striking. 

The  rate  differential  between  the  United  States  and  Europe  now  is  narrower 
than  it  was  3 months  ago.  But  there  are  some  indications  that  even  with  slower 
European  growth  in  prospect  rates  in  Europe  may  be  ready  to  move  up  and  again 
widen  the  differential. 

The  differential,  however,  could  also  widen  if  interest  rates  in  the  United 
States  recede  from  their  current  levels  which  at  the  long-end  of  the  market  are 
almost  as  high  as  in  the  sunnner  of  1966.  It  is  our  hope  that  such  a development 
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will  occur.  We  also  hope  that  rates  in  Europe  will  go  down  rather  than  up,  but 
we  obviously  cannot  be  certain  that  this  will  take  place. 

What  is  clear  is  that  the  general  movement  of  interest  rates  in  the  United 
States  and  in  Europe  since  the  lET  was  proposed  in  1963  has  led  to  a widening  of 
the  differential.  In  1963,  the  spread  between  the  average  yields  on  outstanding 
U.S.  Treasury  and  West  European  government  bonds  was  only  86  basis  points. 
(See  table  I,  attached.)  Since  then,  the  differential  has  widened — it  reached  150 
basis  points  in  February  1967.  Today,  despite  a relatively  larger  rise  in  U.S. 
rates  than  those  abroad  in  recent  weeks,  the  spread  still  exceeds  100  basis  points, 
as  compared  with  86  in  1963. 

The  importance  attached  to  the  spread  between  yields  on  Government  bonds 
reflects  the  fact  that  the  governments  of  countries  now  subject  to  the  lET  were 
borrowing  here  at  a seasonally  adjusted  annual  rate  of  over  $200  million  just 
prior  to  announcement  of  the  tax  in  mid-1963.  Securities  of  these  potential 
borrowers  compete  for  available  investment  funds  with  U.S.  Government  and 
high-grade  U.S.  corporate  issues. 

Another  important  differential  is  that  between  the  yields  on  new  issues  of 
foreign  bonds,  government  and  corporate,  and  the  yields  on  new  issues  of  U.S. 
corporate  bonds.  A rough  measure  of  this  differential  is  obtained  from  a compari- 
son of  the  average  of  the  yields  on  new  dollar  bond  issues  in  International  mar- 
kets by  countries  subject  to  the  lET  and  on  new  U.S.  Aa-rated  corporate  bond 
issues  in  the  U.S.  market. 

Table  II  shows  that  yields  on  new  U.S.  corporate  bonds  reached  a peak  in 
September  1966.  By  the  end  of  1966,  they  had  declined  to  a level  close  to  that 
of  yearend  1965.  While  the  yields  in  international  markets  on  foreign  dollar 
issues,  subject  to  the  lET,  peaked  at  about  the  same  time  as  comparable  U.S. 
issues,  they  did  not  decline  as  quickly.  As  a result,  the  rate  differential  widened 
substantially  and  in  March  1967  stood  at  120  basis  points.  Since  then,  the  rates 
have  converged  until  they  were  separated  by  about  50  basis  points  in  June — a 
differential  that  may  grow  again  if  rates  in  Europe  stiffen.  The  magnitude  and 
swiftness  of  these  recent  swings  in  the  differential  also  emphasize  the  need  for 
flexible  authority  to  vary  the  rate  of  tax. 

The  above  comments  compared  average  yields  here  and  abroad.  The  differen- 
tials between  yields  on  particular  U.S.  and  foreign  securities  of  similar  type  and 
quality  would  in  some  cases  show  even  wider  differentials  than  the  average 
yields  quoted  above. 

In  the  case  of  long-term  bank  loans,  it  is  diflacult  to  ascertain  actual  interest- 
rate  differentials  between  here  and  abroad,  partly  because  of  lack  of  informa- 
tion about  banks’  policies  regarding  maintenance  of  minimum  balances  by  foreign 
as  compared  with  domestic  customers.  Overdraft  loan  rates  in  a number  of 
European  countries,  however,  have  been  ranging  from  one  to  two  percent  higher 
than  the  U.S.  prime  rate — and  this  differential  probably  also  exists  for  longer- 
term  bank  loans. 

Furthermore,  it  is  of  interest  to  note  that  between  February  10,  1965,  and 
May  31,  1967,  with  the  one  percent  rate  of  lET  tax,  private  firms  and  government 
agencies  in  developed  countries  drew  down  an  estimated  $290  million  of  long- 
term funds,  gross,  under  U.S.  bank  commitments  made  during  that  period.  Their 
willingness  to  use  funds  on  which  the  lET  had  to  be  paid  suggests  that  there 
was  an  interest  rate  inducement  for  foreigners  to  borrow  from  U.S.  banks.  It 
also  suggests  that  the  lET  is  a mechanism  to  moderate  the  demands  on  our 
market,  not  to  abolish  these  borrowings. 

The  interest  equalization  tax,  as  you  will  recall,  was  proposed  in  July  1963. 
At  that  time,  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  was  continuing  to  show  substantial 
deficits  as  it  had  during  previous  years  and  the  dollar  was  weak  in  the  foreign 
exchange  markets.  A rapid  acceleration  in  the  outflow  of  private  capital  from 
the  United  States  was  making  this  situation  even  worse ; for  the  first  half  of 
that  year  portfolio  and  long-term  bank  investments  abroad  reached  an  annual 
rate  of  $2.4  billion  compared  with  an  average  of  $0.9  billion  for  the  period 
1960-62.  At  mid-year  the  outflow  of  funds  threatened  to  continue,  if  not  increase. 

When,  on  July  18,  1963,  President  Kennedy  proposed  the  interest  equalization 
tax,  this  alarming  outflow  of  capital  was  promptly  halted.  Careful  consideration 
of  the  capital  outflow  problem  at  that  time  led  to  the  judgment  that  the  lET 
was  a more  desirable  and  appropriate  corrective  measure  for  the  United  States 
than  an  imposition  of  direct  capital  controls  or  an  increase  in  the  domestic  levels 
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of  interest  rates.  That  remains  our  judgment  today.  Advantages  of  the  lET  over 
alternative  policies  are : 

— it  operates  through  the  free  market-price  mechanism  ; 

— it  does  not  interfere  with  domestic  economic  programs  of  full  employment 
and  growth ; and 

— it  is  in  accordance  with  the  U.S.  long-term  objective  of  encouraging  the 
development  of  a more  effective  European  capital  market. 

The  lET  was  not  designed  to  halt  completely  the  outflow  of  portfolio  capital 
from  the  United  States,  but  rather  to  return  the  rate  of  outflow  to  a more  normal 
level  and,  in  view  of  the  failure  of  countries  in  balance-of-payments  surplus 
(principally  Continental  European  countries)  to  reduce  the  size  of  their  sur- 
pluses, to  restrain  the  outflow  of  portfolio  capital  to  the.se  countries. 

In  discussing  the  success  of  the  lET  in  helping  the  balance  of  payments,  first 
let  me  note  the  effects  of  the  tax  on  new  foreign  security  issues  marketed  in 
the  United  States.  New  Issues  subject  to  the  tax  began  to  fall  off  almost  im- 
mediately after  its  proposal  In  July  1963  and  remained  at  a minimal  level  after 
the  legislation  was  passed  in  September  1964.  (See  table  III,  attached.) 

— All  of  the  issues  marketed  during  the  second  half  of  1963  ($110  million) 
had  been  arranged  before  the  tax  was  proposed  and  were  exempt  from  the 
tax. 

— The  two  issues  marketed  in  1964  totaled  $20  million  in  value  and  were  also 
exempt  from  the  tax  under  various  provisions  of  the  law. 

-—In  1965,  U.S.  residents  purchased  $80  million  of  taxable  new  securities.  All 
of  these  reflected  a special  situation  of  U.K.  firms  borrowing  in  the  United  States 
in  order  to  finance  direct  Investment  expenditures  here. 

— In  1966,  there  were  only  $9  million  of  taxable  issues. 

— In  the  first  quarter  of  1967,  there  were  no  new  issues  subject  to  lET. 

The  results  with  respect  to  trading  in  outstanding  Issues  of  foreign  securities 
have  been  equally  beneficial  to  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments.  (See  tables  IV 
and  V.)  From  the  middle  of  1963  through  1966,  U.S.  residents  were  net  sellers 
of  foreign  securities  (bonds  and  stocks)  at  an  average  annual  rate  of  $200 
million.  By  contrast,  in  the  3%  years  preceding  announcement  of  the  lET  in 
July  of  1^3,  U.S.  residents  were  net  purchasers  of  outstanding  foreign  stocks 
and  bonds  at  an  average  annual  rate  of  $275  million.  The  shift  from  net 
purchases  to  net  sales  had  a favorable  effect  of  almost  $500  million  in  our 
balance  of  payments.  In  the  first  quarter  of  this  year  there  were  net  purchases 
by  American  residents  of  $6  million  of  outstanding  foreign  issues. 

iThe  net  sales  of  foreign  securities  by  Americans  since  mid-1963  have  been 
almost  entirely  in  foreign  stocks.  During  most  of  this  period  there  continued 
to  be  small  net  purchases  of  foreign  outstanding  bonds,  although  in  greatly 
reduced  amounts  as  compared  with  the  period  before  the  middle  of  1963.  The 
same  situation  prevailed  in  the  first  quarter  of  this  year.  Americans  continued 
to  liquidate  foreign  stocks  in  an  amount  of  $34  million  while  purchasing  foreign 
bonds  in  a net  amount  of  $40  million. 

The  effect  of  the  lET  on  U.S.  capital  outflows  in  the  form  of  bank  loans  is 
equally  impressive.  Long-term  commercial  bank  loan  commitments,  shown  in 
table  VI,  have  fallen  markedly  for  countries  subject  to  lET — by  more  than  50 
percent.  This  compares  favorably  with  a small  reduction  in  commitments  to 
non-IET  countries. 

Since  1963,  our  effort  to  improve  the  balance  of  payments  has'  been  reinforced 
by  the  addition  of  the  Voluntary  Cooperation  Program  as  well  as  other  measures. 
Under  that  program,  as  you  know,  guidelines  have  been  suggested  both  for 
direct  investment  abroad  by  business  firms  and  also  for  foreign  lending  by  banks 
and  by  other  financial  institutions.  The  function  of  the  IBT  in  this  overall  policy 
is  critical,  and  the  relationship  of  the  tax  to  other  parts  of  the  program  i.s  of  great 
importance.  For  example,  the  lET  deters  some  potential  borrowers  in  developed 
countries  from  even  applying  for  long-term  loans  at  U.S.  banks  or  other  financial 
Institutions  and,  by  reducing  the  pressure  of  foreign  demand  on  these  institutions, 
it  has  thereby  made  it  easier  for  them  to  observe  the  guidelines.  In  addition, 
the  tax  has  deterred  foreign  borrowing  from  U.S.  persons  not  covered  by  the 
Voluntai-y  Cooperation  Program. 

Thus,  the  interest  equalization  tax  and  the  Voluntary  Cooperation  Program 
have  worked  in  tandem  and  have  complemented  each  other  as  measures  for 
correcting  the  balahce-of-payments  deficit.  The  same  factors  which  led  the 
Administration  to  strengthen  and  extend  the  Voluntary  Cooperation  Program  last 
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December  indicate  that  a similar  need  now  exists  for  strengthening  and  extending 
the  interest  equalization  tax.  Failure  to  extend  the  interest  equalization  tax 
would  have  adverse  balance-of-payments  consequences  and  would  place  undue 
strain  on  other  elements  of  the  Administration’s  economic  program. 

To  summarize  at  this  point : 

— Pressures  on  the  U.S.  balance-of-payments  position  are  likely  to  continue 
into  the  future. 

— Present  interest  rates  are  too  high  and  it  is  our  hope  that  they  will  recede 
to  a level  more  in  keeping  with  the  healthy  operation  of  our  economy. 

— It  is  not  possible  to  predict  precisely  future  changes  in  the  interest  rate 
differential  between  the  United  States  and  abroad ; the  differential  may  narrow 
or  it  may  widen  and,  as  we  have  seen  in  recent  months,  the  change  may  occur 
with  lightening  speed.  If  it  widens,  we  would  face  the  threat  of  additional 
capital  outflows. 

In  view  of  these  pressing  needs  and  uncertainties,  we  recommend,  as  H.R. 
6098  presently  provides,  that  the  interest  equalization  tax  be  extended  for  2 years 
beyond  its  current  expiration  date  of  July  31, 1967. 

The  IBT  must  be  adequate  to  its  task,  and  it  is  for  this  reason  that  we  have 
requested  that  the  tax  rates  be  revised  so  that  they  may  be  fixed  within  a range 
of  zero  to  approximately  2 percent  per  annum  equivalent  extra  cost  to  foreign 
borrowers.  The  tax  rates  under  existing  law  and  under  the  proposed  amendment 
are  shown  in  table  VII. 

H.R.  6098,  as  passed  by  the  House,  would  establish  an  effective  range  of  rates 
from  one  to  one  and  one-half  percent  per  annum.  But  this  range  is  not  broad 
enough  to  make  the  lET  effective  under  the  potential  economic  situations  which 
may  occur  following  enactment  of  the  legislation.  To  forestall  any  possible  policy 
conflict  between  our  balance-of-payments  goals  and  the  needs  of  our  domestic 
economy,  I strongly  urge  you  to  approve  the  request  for  rates  that  would  involve 
a range  from  zero  to  two  percent  per  annum.  The  Presidential  discretionary 
authority  provided  in  the  House  bill  could  then  be  exercised  to  vary  the  rates 
so  that  the  annual  cost  of  the  tax  to  the  foreign  borrower  might  vary  between 
zero  and  two  percent. 

Given  the  facts 

— ^that  we  want  to  restrain  capital  outflows  without  prohibiting  them, 

— that  considerable  uncertainty  exists  concerning  how  the  differential  beween 
interest  rates  between  here  and  abroad  will  move  in  the  period  ahead,  and 

— that  we  want  to  phase  out  the  restraining  effect  of  the  IBT  on  capital  out- 
flows as  our  balance-of-payments  position  permits, 
we  believe  the  range  I have  indicated  is  fully  warranted. 

The  provision  for  flexible  Presidential  authority,  within  the  range  finally 
determined  upon,  is  included  in  H.R.  6098  and  is  supported  by  five  major  factors : 

(1)  The  IBT  was  not  designed  as  a source  of  revenue  but  as  a regulatory  meas- 
ure. The  Congress  is  not  being  asked  to  set  a precedent  for  discretionary  Presi- 
dential tax  authority. 

(2)  The  problem  with  which  the  lET  is  designed  to  cope  is  really  a problem 
involving  capital  flows,  not  tax  matters  in  the  usual  sense.  The  tax,  therefore, 
should  be  flexible  enough  to  enable  the  President  to  respond  to  changes  in  inter- 
national capital  flows  brought  about  by  changes  in  foreign  monetary  policies. 

(3)  The  tax  is  concerned  with  an  international  as  contrasted  with  a domestic 
situation  and  hence  must  respond  to  the  wide  variety  of  factors  outside  the  United 
States  that  can  affect  its  impact. 

(4)  If  the  interest  equalization  tax  had  been  intended  either  as  a revenue 
measure  or  as  an  absolute  deterrent  to  the  purchase  of  foreign  securities,  it 
would  have  been  possible  to  establish  an  appropriate  tax  rate  (either  low  or 
high)  and  never  deviate  from  this  rate.  In  fact,  the  IBT  is  designed  to  reduce 
the  rate  of  capital  outflow  from  the  United  States  to  a level  consistent  with  cur- 
rent balance-of-payments  requirements.  As  these  economic  conditions  change, 
the  tax  rate  must  be  susceptible  to  some  adjustment. 

(5)  Congress,  in  passing  the  original  IBT  and  in  subsequent  amendments,  has 
recognized  the  need  for  delegating  flexible  authority  to  the  President. 

— You  gave  the  President  authority  to  reclassify  as  “developed”  countries 
which  were  originally  designated  as  “less  developed.” 

— You  gave  the  President  authority  to  exempt  “developed”  countries  from  the 
tax  in  certain  exceptional  cases. 
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— You  granted  authority  to  the  President  to  extend  its  provisions  to  bank  loans. 

— Y^ou  gave  the  President  authority  to  exempt  from  the  tax  dollar  loans  by 
foreign  branches  of  U.S.  banks. 

Careful  consideration  has  been  given  by  the  President  to  the  discretionary  pro>- 
visions  of  the  law,  and  his  use  of  this  authority  has  resulted  in  substantial  gains 
for  the  balance  of  payments.  In  light  of  the  need  to  guard  against  the  contingency 
of  an  adverse  international  rate  differential,  the  present  request  adds  one  rea- 
sonable, but  limited,  form  of  flexibility  to  enable  this  tax  to  acliieve  its  regula- 
tory objectives  more  efficiently.  I can  assure  you  that  the  discretionary  authority 
will  be  used  to  set  the  rate  of  tax  at  a level  appropriate  to  cuiTent  economic 
conditions. 

ITie  United  States  normally  earns  a current  account  surplus.  A part  of  this 
surplus  is  used  for  defraying  balance-of-payments  drains  resulting  from  the  exer- 
cise of  our  global  political  and  military  responsibilities ; a further  part  is  used — 
and  quite  properly  should  be  used — ^for  the  export  of  capital.  Within  tliis  frame- 
work, good  balance-of-payments  adjustment  policy  requires  flexible  means  for 
restraining  capital  flows  in  order  that  neither  overall  balance-of-payments  deficits 
nor  surpluses  should  become  chronic.  To  achieve  this  goal  and  to  maximize  tiie 
usefulness  of  the  interest  equalization  tax,  it  is  important  that  the  flexibie  author- 
ity be  applicable  within  the  full  zero  to  2 percent  range. 

Use  of  such  authority  would  not,  of  course,  be  linked  mechanically  to  changes 
in  relative  interest  rates  here  and  abroad ; it  would  also  be  based  on  the  develop- 
ment of  our  balance-of-payments  situation.  We  would  not  anticipate  using  such 
authority  to  change  the  lET  rate  every  month  or  even  with  every  minor  change 
in  the  monetai-y  Indicators.  Tire  frequency  of  its  use  would  depend  on  events  for 
which  no  regular  time  pattern  is  foreseeable. 

Finally,  such  authority  also  insures  that  when  it  becomes  desirable  to  lower 
the  tax,  gradual  and  flexible  action  can  be  taken  without  fear  that  speculative 
or  anticipatory  pressures  would  develop.  Investors  would  be  quick  to  realize  that 
development  of  such  pressures  would  be  met  by  an  immediate  reinstitution  of  the 
higher  rate.  In  contrast,  failure  to  grant  Presidential  authority  to  adjust  the  rate 
would  necessitate  its  being  set  at  a level  which,- under  certain  economic  condi- 
tions, would  be  arbitrarily  high. 

Let  me  now  turn  to  two  matters  which  we  think  warrant  legislative  action. 
The  first  involves  the  definition  of  a less  developed  country  shipping  corpora- 
tion. Residents  of  industrial  countries  have  been  forming  corporations  in  less 
developed  countries  to  engage  in  the  operation  of  ships  registered  under  the  laws 
of  a less  developed  country.  While  such  ships  are  engaged  in  foreign  commerce, 
they  have  no  particular  connection,  other  than  registration,  to  any  less  developed 
country.  Yet,  under'  the  existing  exemption,  such  corporation.s  have  been  raising 
funds  in  the  United  States  free  of  the  tax.  It  is,  therefore,  proposed  that  in  addi- 
tion to  the  existing  requirements,  a foreign  corporation  may  qualify  as  a less 
developed  country  shipping  corporation  only  if  80  percent  or  more  of  each  class 
of  its  stock  is  owned  by  residents  of  less  developed  countries.  United  States  per- 
sons, or  both. 

The  second  matter  involves  the  export  exemption  applicable  where  an  agenc.y 
or  wholly  owned  instrumentality  of  the  United  States,  such  as  the  Export-Import 
Bank,  insures  or  guarantees  the  payment  of  a foreign  debt  obligation.  Under  cur- 
rent law,  the  exemption  is  applicable  only  if  the  debt  obligation  is  issued  by  the 
foreign  importer.  In  a number  of  cases,  however,  the  debt  obligation  may  be 
issued  by  a company  affiliated  with  the  importer,  the  importer’s  bank  or  a semi- 
public credit  institution.  Where  a U.S.  Government  agency  or  instrumentality  is 
involved,  the  export  nature  of  the  transaction  can  be  relied  upon  because  of  its 
participation.  Therefore,  the  requirement  that  the  importer  and  the  issuer  of  the 
debt  obligation  be  the  same  person  seems  unnecessary.  An  amendment  to  this 
effect  is  therefore  proposed. 

Before  concluding  my  remarks,  I would  like  to  invite  your  attention  to  an 
important  and  beneficial  consequence  of  the  interest  equalization  tax.  The  growth 
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of  tJie  European  capital  rnarket  has  been  a priority  goal  of  U.S.  policy  for  many 
years.  There  has  been  general  recognition  that  this  market  could  uot  be  developed 
to  handle  all  of  Europe’s  needs  overnight.  But,  by  restraining  foreign  access  to 
capital  and  money  markets  in  the  United  States,  the  lET  in  conjunction  with 
the  Voluntary  Cooperation  Picigram  for  corporations  and  financial  institutions 
has  operated  as  one  of  the  primary  causes  of  an  important  and  exciting  change  in 
the  size  and  structure  of  the  European  market. 

The  growth  of  the  international  capital  market  (shown  in  table  VIII)  has  been 
striking.  In  1962,  the  volume  of  new  international  bond  issues  sold  in  European 
markets  was  $360  million.  The  flotation  of  such  Issues  accelerated  during  the  sec- 
ond half  of  1963  and,  in  1961,  reached  a level  of  .$991  million.  In  1966  the  amount 
of  new  flotations  was  $1,286  million,  an  increase  of  more  than  200  percent  over 
the  most  recent  pre-IET  year.  And,  in  the  first  quarter  of  this  year,  new  inter- 
national issues  were  at  an  annual  rate  of  $1.8  billion.  I am  happy  to  say  that  the 
U.S.  investment  banking  houses  have  shared  in  this  development  by  heading 
many  of  the  underwriting  syndicates. 

One  of  the  particularly  attractive  features  of  a well-developed  European  capital 
market  is  illustrated  by  the  increased  use  of  this  market  by  affiliates  of  U.S. 
corporations  in  the  financing  of  their  investment  needs.  Although  there  were  no 
sales  of  new  long-term  securities  abroad  for  the  financing  affiliates  of  U.S. 
companies  during  1963  or  1964,  by  1966,  the  amount  of  such  issues  had  reached 
the  level  of  $490  million. 

There  are  other  welcome  developments.  The  Common  Market  countries  are 
giving  a great  deal  of  consideration  to  capital  market  problems  and  some  re- 
forms are  being  instituted.  The  Organization  for  Economic  Cooperation  and 
Development  is  actively  working  to  stimulate  improvements.  Some  liberalization 
of  international  capital  movements  has  taken  place — for  example,  the  recent 
French  measures  reducing  some  of  their  remaining  restrictions  on  capital  flows. 

Unfortunately,  progress  in  this  area  is  not  always  easily  achieved,  and  there 
have  also  been  some  setbacks.  The  disparity  between  the  capital  export  capacity 
of  the  U.S.  market  and  that  of  capital  markets  abroad  remains  too  wide  to  per- 
mit us  to  remove  the  lET  now.  One  indication  of  the  problem  that  would  be 
faced  is  suggested  by  the  8 percent  to  9 percent  interest  rates  which  for  some 
time  prevailed  in  Germany,  and  by  the  fact  that  even  with  the  substantial — 
and  welcome — declines  of  recent  months,  the  yield  on  German  public  authority 
bonds  has  only  recently  fallen  below  7 percent. 

Another  indication  of  the  problem  is  the  inability  of  national  markets  in 
Europe  to  satisfy  even  their  own  nationals.  The  list  of  borrowers  in  inter- 
national bond  markets  in  recent  months  has  included  major  companies  from 
Italy,  Germany,  and  France.  Borrowings  by  such  firms,  along  with  frequent 
borrowings  by  Scandinavians  and  a few  others,  have  led  to  an  increase  in  inter- 
national bond  issues  by  Western  Europeans  from  less  than  $300  million  in  1962 
to  over  $700  million  last  year.  Some — ijerhaps,  many — of  these  borrowers 
would  forsake  the  international  bond  market  in  Europe  and  return  to  New  York 
if  the  disincentive  of  the  lET  were  removed. 

These  are  compelling  reasons  for  the  extension  and  reinforcement  of  the 
interest  equalization  tax  along  the  lines  we  have  proposed.  In  this  new  form 
the  interest  equalization  tax  will  continue  to  make  a vital  contribution  to  the 
current  U.S.  balance-of-payments  program.  In  addition,  it  will  serve  as  an 
adaptable  policy  instrument  for  dealing  with  likely  changes  in  the  world  eco- 
nomic situation  and  changes  in  the  international  payments  position  of  the 
United  States. 

Our  payments  position  still  requires  corrective  measures.  I,  therefore,  ear- 
nestly request  prompt  action  on  the  foregoing  recommendations. 

I have  a supplementary  statement  of  recommendations  for  tightening  certain 
lU’ovisions  of  the  tax  .so  as  to  meet  a problem  of  evasion  that  has  become  sig- 
nificant in  recent  months. 
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Table  I. — Comparison  of  yields  on  U.S.  and  various  foreign  government  long-term 

bonds 


[Percent  per  anntmr;  monthly  average] 


Yield 

Foreign  differential  over  U.S. 

Treasury  bond  yield 

As  of 

As  of 

As  of 

As  0 f 

June 

Sept. 

Feb. 

May 

June 

Sept. 

Feb. 

May 

1963 

1966 

1967 

1967 

1963 

1966 

1967 

1967 

Western  Europe  (average) 

...  4.86 

6.15 

5.95 

5. 87 

0. 86 

1.36 

1.48 

1.11 

Belgium 

...  4.00 

5.84 

5.88 

6. 86 

0 

1.05 

1.41 

.10 

IDenmark 

...  6.54 

8.05 

8.24 

7. 95 

2. 54 

3.26 

3.  77 

3. 19 

France 

...  5.09 

5.45 

5. 58 

»5.  71 

1.09 

.66 

1.11 

.95 

Germany 

...  6.03 

8. 11 

7.40 

» 6.90 

2. 03 

3. 32 

2. 93 

2. 14 

Italy 

...  5.06 

5.90 

5.55 

2 5.62 

1. 06 

1.11 

1.08 

.86 

Netherlands 

...  4.12 

6. 45 

5.89 

5. 81 

.12 

1.66 

1.42 

1.05 

Norway.. 

...  4.66 

4. 45 

4.41 

4. 38 

.66 

-.34 

-.06 

-.38 

Sweden 

---  4.52 

5.85 

5.37 

5. 26 

.52 

1.06 

.90 

.50 

Switzerland 

...  3.15 

4. 25 

4.74 

4.67 

-.85 

-.54 

.27 

-.09 

United  Kingdom 

...  5.44 

7. 12 

6.40 

6. 51 

1.44 

2. 33 

1.93 

1.  75 

Other  developed: 

Australia 

...  4.50 

5. 25 

5. 25 

5.  25 

.50 

.46 

.78 

.49 

New  Zealand. 

...  5.17 

5. 38 

5.43 

2 5. 49 

1. 17 

.59 

.96 

.73 

...  4.00 

4.79 

4.  47 

4.76  . 

‘ April  data. 

2 March  data. 

Source;  “Internatiooal  Financial  Statistics,”  IMF. 

- 

Table  II. — Comparisons  of  average  yields  on 

new  issues  of  long  term  bonds  in  U.S. 

and  international  markets 

(Percent  per  annum) 

Yield  on  new 

dollar  bond  is-  Yield  on 

sues  In  inter-  new  U.S. 

national  mar-  Aa-rated 

Difler- 

kets  by  tor-  corporate 

once 

eign  issuers 

issues 

subject  to 
lET  1 

(1) 

(2)  (l)-(2) 

June  1963 

n.a. 

4. 32 

n.a. 

September  1966 

7. 17 

6. 14 

1.03 

December  1966 

6. 82 

5. 98 

.84 

March  1967 

6. 75 

5. 55 

1.20 

May  1967 

6. 42 

5. 90 

.52 

June  1967 

6. 55 

6. 06 

.49 

‘ Foreign  issuers  subject  to  the  lET  include  foreign  governments,  government-owned  enterprises  and 
private  corporations, 
n.a.  Not  available. 
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Table  III. — New  issues  of  foreign  securities  purchased,  by  U.S.  residents,  by  area, 

1962-66 

[In  millions  of  dollars] 


1963  1967 

1962  1964  1965  1966  First 

First  Second  quaiter* 

half  I half  I 


Total  new  issues 

lET  countries; 

West  Europe 

Japan 

Other  2 

Subtotal 

Of  which: 

(i)  Subject  to  lET 

(ii)  Exempt  from  lET 

Reason: 

(a)  Commitments  made  prior 

July  18, 1963 

(b)  U.S.  export-related 

(c)  Japanese  exemption 

(d)  Other 

Other  countries: 

Canada 

Latin  America  ^ 

Other  countries 

International  institutions 


1,076  999  251  1,063  1,206  1,210  332 


195 

219 

53 

20 

80 

15 

101 

107 

57  .. 

52 

4 

60 

17  ... 

356 

343 

110 

20 

132 

19 

80  9 

no  20  52  10 


(110) 

(-) 


457  608  85 

102  13  23 

77  35  33 

84 


(.-) 

(-.) 

(--) 

(--) 

(9) 

(-.) 

(--) 

(--) 

(-.) 

(52) 

(--) 

(--) 

(11) 

(--) 

* (10) 

(..) 

700 

709 

6 922 

256 

208 

37 

69 

38 

131 

149 

120 

24 

4 

179 

80 

14 

Subtotal, 


720  656 


141  1,043  1,074  1,191  332 


* Not  seasonally  adjusted. 

2 Australia,  New  Zealand,  South  Africa. 

3 Issue  had  maturity  less  than  three  years,  which  was  lowest  maturity  to  which  tax  liad  applied  prior  to 
Feb.  11, 1965. 

* Issue  by  United  Kingdom  subsidiary  of  Canadian  firm. 

Includes  Latin  American  Development  Bank  issue  of  $145  million  in  1964. 

« Before  deducting  $162  million  of  Canadian  Government  purchases  from  U.S.  residents  of  outstanding 
Canadian  and  other  foreign  securities  in  accordance  with  Canada’s  agreement  not  to  let  its  foreign  exchange 
reserves  rise  as  a result  of  borrowing  in  the  United  States. 


Table  IV. — Net  iransactions  in  outstanding  foreign  securities  by  U.S.  residents^ 

1960-66 


[In  millions  of  dollars.  Minus  sign  indicates  net  purchases  by  U.S.  residents  and  no  sign  before  a figure 
indicates  net  sales  by  U.S.  re.sidents] 


U.S. 

transac- 

Year  tions  with 

residents 
of  all 
countries 
f- 


1960  -309 

1961  -387 

1962  r'. -96 

1963  first  half  annual  rate —302 


(Average  annual  rate  1960-June  1963)._ —274 


1963  second  half  annual  rate 204 

1964  193 

1965  226 

1966  j 323 


(Average  annual  rate  July  1963-1966) 238 


1967  first  quarter  annual  rate ~24 


Source. — Survey  of  Current  Business,  Department  of  Commerce. 
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Table  V. — U.S.  transactions  in  new  and  outstanding  foreign  bonds  and  stocks,^ 

1959-67 

[In  uiilliojis  of  dollars] 


Period 


New  issues  Net  transactions  in 

(net  purchases  by  outstanding  issues 

Americans  — ) (net  purch^es  by 

Americans  — ) 


Total 

Stocks 

Bonds 

Total 

Stocks 

Bonds 

1959 

-625 

-3 

-622 

-140 

-194 

+54 

1960 

-555 

-13 

-542 

-309 

-82 

-227 

1961 

-523 

-36 

-487 

-387 

-324 

-63 

1962 

-1,076 

-74 

-1,002 

-96 

-25 

-71 

1963— Total 

-1,250 

-53 

-1, 197 

-49 

+113 

-162 

1st  half 

-999 

-32 

-968 

-151 

-3 

-148 

2d  half 

-251 

-21 

-229 

+ 102 

+116 

-14 

1964— Total 

-1,063 

-4 

-1, 059 

+193 

+210 

-17 

1065— Total 

-1,206 

-4 

-1, 202 

+226 

+297 

-71 

I 

-302 

-3 

-299 

+49 

+108 

-59 

II 

-329  . 

-329 

+130 

+76 

+54 

Ill 

-304 

-1 

-303 

+53 

+07 

-14 

IV 

-271  . 

—271 

-6 

+46 

-52 

lOefln— Total 

-1,225 

-46 

-1, 179 

+323 

+253 

+70 

I 

-466 

-34 

-432 

-9 

+2 

-11 

II 

-305 

-6 

-299 

+122 

+75 

+47 

Ill 

-241 

-6 

-235 

+155 

+96 

+59 

IVp 

-213  , 

-213 

+55 

+80 

-25 

1967,  !■> 

-322  . 

-332 

-6 

+34 

-40 

p Preliminary. 

> Excluding  direct  investment  transactions. 


Table  VI. — Long-term  U.S.  commercial  hank  loan  commitments  to  foreign  countries, 

by  area,  1964-67 

(In  inillions  of  dollars) 


1964 


1065  1st 

1066  quarter 

Total  Jan.  1-  Feb.  IP-  1067 

Feb.  10  Doc.  31 


Total,  all  countries 

lET  countries,  total 

West  Europe  ’ 

Other  3 

Of  lET  countries,  total: 

Subject  to  lET  ^ 

Exempt  from  lET 

Reason: 

U.S.  export  financing.. - 
Raw  material  extraction. 
Other  Countries 


- 2,227 

1,  885 

768 

1,117 

898 

1.58 

- 1, 246 

1,014 

574 

434 

207 

37 

718 

306 

234 

162 

101 

25 

528 

617 

339 

272 

106 

12 

189  138  8 

245  67  29 


108 

67 

29 

47  . 

981 

871 

194 

683 

690 

121 

1 Date  when  lET  made  applicable  to  long-term  U.S.  commercial  bank  loans. 

2 Includes  Ireland  and  Portugal  from  May  5,  1965. 

3 Includes  Australia,  New,  Zealand,  South  Africa;  also  Bahamas  and  Bermuda  from  May  5,  196.5;  also 
Iran,  Libya,  and  Saudi  Arabia  from  June  11, 1066.  Excludes  Canada  beginning  Sept.  12, 1006. 

< To  extent  of  amounts  actually  disbursed; 
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Table  VII. — Interest  equalization  tax  rates 


Ratos  of  Ratos  of 
tax  under  tax  under 
existing  proposed 
law  amendment 


If  the  period  remaining  to  maturity  is: 

At  least  1 year,  but  loss  than  IK  years 

At  least  years,  but  less  than  IH  years.. 
At  least  V/i  years,  but  less  than  1^  years.. 
At  least  years,  but  less  than  2%  years.. 
At  least  2^  yoars,  but  less  than  2^4  years.. 
At  least  2m  years,  but  less  than  3H  years. . 
At  least  3Vl  years,  but  less  than  4H  years.. 
At  least  4H  years,  but  less  than  5H  years.. 
At  least  years,  but  less  than  6M  years. . 
At  least  6H  years,  but  less  than  7H  years.. 
At  least  7H  years,  but  less  than  8H  years.. 
At  least  8H  years,  but  less  than  9H  years.. 
At  least  91^  years,  but  less  than  lOH  years. 
At  least  lOj^  years,  but  less  than  llj^  years 
At  least  IVA  years,  but  less  than  13H  years 
At  least  131^  years,  but  less  than  16H  years 
At  least  16H  years,  but  less  than  years 
At  least  18H  years,  but  less  than  21H  years 
At  least  21Y2  years,  but  less  than  23H  years 
At  least  231^  years,  but  less  than  26M  years 
At  least  26H  years,  but  less  than  28>^  years 
283^  years  or  more 


Percent 

Percent 

1.05 

0 to  2. 10 

1.30 

0 to  2. 60 

1.50 

0 to  3. 00 

1.85 

0 to  3. 70 

2. 30 

0 to  4. 60 

2. 75 

0 to  5. 50 

3. 55 

0 to  7. 10 

4. 35 

0 to  8. 70 

5. 10 

0 to  10. 20 

5. 80 

0 to  11. 60 

6. 50 

0 to  13. 00 

7. 10 

0 to  14. 20 

7. 70 

0 to  15.40 

8. 30 

0 to  16. 60 

9. 10 

0 to  18. 20 

10. 30 

0 to  20. 60 

11.35 

0 to  22. 70 

12. 25 

0 to  24. 50 

13. 05 

0 to  26. 10 

13. 75 

0 to  27. 50 

14. 35 

0 to  28. 70 

15. 00 

0 to  30. 00 

Table  VIII. — New  international  bond  issues  floated  in  Europe  * 
[In  millions  of  doUare] 


1st 


Borrower 

1962 

1963 

1964 

1965 

1966 

quarter 

1967 

190 

362 

662 

660 

686 

271 

Japan 

25 

64 

209 

25  . 

Other  developed 

54 

90 

42 

83 

40 

45 

Total  developed  countries 

269 

516 

913 

768 

726 

316 

14 

14 

41 

24 

34 

20 

63 

4 

37 

83 

36 

8 

Total 

346 

534 

991 

875 

796 

344 

U.S.  subsidiaries  ^ 

14  . 

306 

3 490 

117 

Grand  total 

360 

534 

991 

1, 181 

1, 286 

461 

* Including  issues  denominated  in  foreign  currencies  as  well  as  in  dollaas;  also  including  portion  of  foreign 
issues  made  in  New  York  and  sold  to  foreigners. 

2 Domestic  based  as  well  as  foreign  based. 

3 Excludes  $127  million  exchange  of  convertible  debentures  for  stock  by  a U.S.  corporation  to  obtain  major 
interest  in  a foreign  enterprise. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  STATEMENT  OP  UNDER  SECRETARY  FOR  MONE- 
TARY  AFFAIRS  DEMING,  JULY  14, 1967 

I would  like  now  to  discuss  with  you  the  interest  equalization  tax  evasion 
problem. 

As  you  know,  the  lET  does  not  apply  to  purchases  of  foreign  securities  by 
Americans  from  American  sellers.  We  have  found  that  tax  evaders  are  selling 
foreign  securities  in  the  United  States  with  false  representation  as  to  American 
ownership. 
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Ttie  evidence  does  not  indicate  widespread  individual  noncompliance  with 
lET  laws  but  rather  that  a limited  number  of  unscrupulous  persons  have 
operated  to  evade  the  lET.  Indications  are  that  the  fraud  became  sizeable 
toward  the  end  of  1966,  perhaps  stepping  up  in  the  first  part  of  1967,  and  prob- 
ably substantially  cut  back  by  the  end  of  last  month  as  a result  of  our  inves- 
tigations. The  Internal  Revenue  Service  investigations  of  evasions  over  the  past 
6 months  have  identified,  on  a projected  annual  basis,  illegal  security  transactions 
in  the  order  of  $100  million  to  $150  million.  If  left  unchecked,  the  amounts 
involved  in  evasions  could  go  considerably  higher.  We  are  concerned  by  any 
evasion  and  I want  to  describe  in  some  detail  both  the  manner  in  which  evasion 
has  been  taking  place  and  our  proposals  for  stopping  it. 

Since  the  law  went  into  effect,  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  has  conducted 
an  educational  campaign  about  its  requirements,  primarily  for  the  benefit  of 
security  brokers.  Delinquency  checks  were  initiated  to  determine  whether  the 
tax  was  being  paid  on  taxable  purchases.  Reports  of  alleged  fraudulent  trans- 
actions have  been  investigated.  A special  Grand  Jury  established  in  the  Southern 
Judicial  District  of  New  York  has  returned  indictments  against  six  individuals 
and  one  corporation.  The  cases  are  awaiting  trial  for  IBT  offenses  and  are 
scheduled  for  hearings  in  September. 

Although  considerable  publicity  has  resulted  from  these  legal  actions,  they 
have  not  achieved  the  degree  of  deterrence  hoped  for  at  the  time  of  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Grand  Jury.  This  spring,  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com- 
mission provided  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  with  information  obtained  from 
a study  of  foreign  securities  trading  which  indicated  that  lET  violations  were 
taking  place,  possibly  on  a substantial  scale. 

For  example,  there  appeared  to  be  a large  volume  of  transactions  in  which 
foreign-owned  foreign  stocks  were  channeled  through  foreign  broker-dealers 
into  the  United  States  as  if  they  were  American-owned  foreign  stocks.  In  many 
cases,  the  certificate  of  American  ownership,  which  was  arranged  to  accompany 
the  stock,  was  signed  by  an  American  citizen  of  unsubstantial  means,  residing 
outside  of  this  country.  These  certificates  were  false.  In  some  cases,  documen- 
tation was  arranged  to  make  the  American  signing  the  certificate  appear  as  the 
hona  fide  owner  and  seller  of  the  stock.  In  some  other  cases,  the  American 
simply  signed  a certificate  of  American  ownership  in  blank  in  exchange  for  a 
“fee”  which  sometimes  amounted  to  $10  per  certificate. 

The  foreign  broker-dealer  would  generally  sell  the  foreign  stocks,  accompanied 
by  the  false  certificates,  to  a small  American  over-the-counter  broker-dealer. 
Typically,  this  dealer,  in  turn,  would  then  re-sell  the  stock  in  the  United. States 
to  larger  broker-dealers  specializing  in  foreign  securities,  confirming  to  them 
that  the  stock  was  American-owned.  In  the  case  of  over-the-counter  trading,  a 
written  confirmation  received  from  a member  of  the  National  Association  of 
Security  Dealers,  an  association  covering  almost  all  American  broker-dealers, 
is  accepted  as  conclusive  proof  of  prior  American  ownership,  unless  the  con- 
firmation is  qualified,  or  unless  the  person  making  the  acquisition  has  actual 
knowledge  that  the  confirmation  is  false  in  any  material  respect.  The  larger 
broker-dealers  presumably  rely  on  this  “clean  confirmation”  procedure,  as  it  is 
called.  In  some  cases,  involving  substantial  volumes  of  stock,  the  foreign  broker- 
dealers  would  sell  directly  to  large  American  broker-dealers,  some  of  whom 
are  members  of  the  major  national  securities  exchanges. 

These  transactions  appear  to  have  been  concentrated  in  foreign  stocks  with 
special  appeal.  The  prices  of  these  stocks  abroad  are  generally  several  points 
or  more  below  the  price  of  the  same  shares  when  they  are  sold  by  one  American 
to  another  on  a tax-free  basis.  This  spread  of  several  points  furnishes  the  profit 
resulting  from  these  tax-evading  transactions. 

I come  now  to  the  possible  solutions.  At  one  end  of  the  range  of  alternatives 
would  be  application  of  the  interest  equalization  tax  to  transactions  in  foreign 
stocks  between  Americans,  as  well  as  to  the  purchase  of  such  stocks  by  an 
American  from  a foreigner.  To  take  this  action  would  mean  penalizing  many 
legitimate  transactions  which  do  not  hurt  our  balance  of  payments,  in  order 
to  catch  those  fraudulent  transactions  which  do  hurt  our  balance  of  payments. 
This  does  not  seem  an  appropriate  solution. 

At  the  other  end  of  the  range  of  alternatives  would  be  an  amendment  of  the 
lET  law  to  exempt  from  the  tax  the  purchase  of  outstanding  foreign  stocks  from 
foreigners.  This  was  suggested  when  the  lET  was  first  considered.  The  sugges- 
tion was  discarded  at  that  time,  and  I think  properly  so.  The  reasons  are  as 
follows. 
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Failure  to  tax  outstanding  equities  at  the  same  rate  as  new  issues  would  lead 
to  their  substitution  for  the  new  issues  as  a means  of  raising  capital  in  the 
United  States.  No  one  can  distinguish  new  shares  of  stock  from  old  once  the.y 
are  issued,  and  a sizable  potential  would  be  opened  for  the  movement  of  American 
funds  to  Europe  through  secondary  disti'ibution  of  unissued  stock,  or  stock 
assembled  for  sale  from  a group  of  foreign  stockholders. 

These  techniques  are  well  known.  It  would  not  be  much  of  a problem  for  a 
potential  European  borrower  to  exchange  new  stock  for  outstanding  blocks  of 
foreign  stock  in  his  own  stockholder’s  hand  and  then  offer  the  latter  to  American 
customers  as  a means  of  raising  funds  tax  free  in  the  United  States.  American- 
owned  foreign  companies  could  be  formed  to  do  the  same  thing. 

On  the  demand  side,  American  investors  have  in  the  past  and  may  again,  in 
the  absence  of  a tax  on  purchases  of  outstanding  foreign  stocks,  become  heavy 
buyers  of  such  stocks  with  consequent  adverse  effect  on  our  balance  of  payments. 
We  simply  cannot  afford  a weakening  of  this  important  legislation  during  this 
period  of  substantial  balance-of-payments  deficits. 

Instead  of  either  of  the  extreme  solutions  mentioned  above,  we  are  proposing 
one  aimed,  essentially,  at  eliminating  the  possibility  of  tax-free  transactions 
among  Americans  in  foreign  securities  based  on  false  American  certificates  of 
ownership. 

The  Treasury  recommends  the  establishment,  effective  Saturday,  July  15,  1967, 
of  a new  system  with  respect  to  transactions  between  American  buyers  and 
sellers  of  foreign  securities.  The  new  system  is  designed  to  prevent  evasion  of  the 
interest  equalization  tax. 

In  the  past,  sellers  of  foreign  securities  to  American  buyers  could  exempt  the 
purchaser  from  payment  of  the  interest  equalization  tax  by  assertion,  on  their 
part,  of  U.S.  citizenship  and  ownership  of  the  securities  in  question.  Proof  of 
American  ownership  was  evidenced  by  an  American  ownership  certificate  signed 
by  the  seller. 

Under  the  new  system,  the  seller  must,  in  addition  to  establishing  his  U.S. 
citizenship  and  ownership,  establish  that  he  obtained  the  securities  “validly.” 

The  seller  can  satisfy  this  requirement  in  the  following  manner  : 

1.  He  can  obtain  a “validation”  from  an  eligible  broker-dealer. 

2.  He  can  obtain  a “validation”  from  an  eligible  bank. 

Stf^e  can  obtain  a “validation”  from  the  Internal  Kevenue  Service. 

TOe  effect  of  the  new  requirements  is  to  replace  a system  under  which  certifi- 
cates of  American  ownership  signed  by  any  U.S.  person  exempted  the  buyer 
from  payment  of  the  tax  with  a new  system  under  which  certificates  issued  by  a 
limited  number  of  institutions  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  are  required  to 
provide  the  buyer  with  this  exemption. 

To  insure  compliance  at  the  “eligible”  broker-dealer  and  bank  level  new  report- 
ing and  i-ecord  keeping  requirements  are  being  established,  involving  segregation 
of  transactions  in  foreign  securities  from  transactions  in  domestic  securities. 

To  effect  the  transfer  to  the  new  system,  the  list  of  eligible  broker-dealers  will 
initially  encompass  all  members  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  the  American 
Stock  Exchange,  and  those  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Security 
Dealers  with  net  worth  of  over  $750,000  or  who  engaged  in  300  or  more  transac- 
tions in  foreign  securities  either  during  the  week  beginning  July  2,  1967,  or  the 
week  beginning  July  9,  1967.  The  list  of  these  firms  will  be  set  forth  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  in  Attachment  A.* 

The  list  of  eligible  banks  will  initially  encompass  Federal  Reserve  member 
banks  classified  as  Reserve  city  banks. 

Additional  firms  and  banks  will  be  added  to  these  lists  on  appropriate  indica- 
tions that  they  will  meet  the  reporting  and  recordkeeping  requirements. 

Eligible  broker-dealers  and  banks  may  validate  foreign  securities  held  in  their 
custody  for  American  owners  as  of  July  14,  1967.  The  Internal  Revenue  Service 
will  establish  by  Monday,  July  17,  1967,  validation  procedures  with  respect  to 
other  foreign  securities. 

The  new  procedures,  described  in  detail  in  Attachment  A,^  have  been  prepared 
in  consultation  with  industry  experts  in  order  to  minimize  technical  problems 
when  trading  commences  on  the  basis  of  these  new  rules  on  July  17,  1967.  In 
addition,  we  are  making  special  efforts  to  disseminate  information  on  the  new 


' Omitted  from  this  exhibit.  Published  as  part  of  hearings  before  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  U.S.  Senate,  90th  Congress,  1st  session  on  H.E.  6098,  July  14,  1967. 
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procedures  as  quickly  and  broadly  as  possible ; material  is  being  distributed  to 
the  financial  community  at  this  moment,  giving  all  the  necessary  information. 

I urge  upon  this  Committee  the  necessary  legislative  action  on  the  amendments 
vsdiich  will  make  tTiese  new  procedures  effective  so  that  this  evasion  ends. 


Exhibit  52. — Remarks  by  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  Deming,  April  4, 

1968,  at  the  New  York  Society  of  Security  Analysts  International  Monetary 

Seminar,  New  York,  on  the  U.S.  balance  of  international  payments  problem 

in  our  modern  economic  environment 

I am  to  talk  to  you  tonight  about  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments.  In  doing  so,  I 
shall  play  variations  on  three  themes.  None  of  these  themes  are  new.  The  first 
theme  is  adagio — the  United  States  has  a balance  of  payments  problem  which  it 
can  and  must  resolve.  But  a long  overview  of  the  United  States  international 
payments  is  most  pertinent  to  seeing  what  the  problem  is.  The  second  theme  is 
counterpoint  and  intertwines  with  the  first.  It  is  that  the  balance  of  payments 
ad;justment  problem  toda.y  is  different  and  more  complex  than  it  was  in  earlier 
years.  This  is  a general  proposition,  but  it  is  particularly  noteworthy  in  the  case 
of  the  United  States.  The  new  balance  of  payments  program  must  be  viewed 
against  that  theme.  The  third  theme — on  gold  and  the  new  Special  Drawing 
Right — begins  andante  but  becomes  scherzo  in  most  modern  style. 

Let  us  begin  with  the  first  theme,  which  involves  a quick  but  long-term  over- 
view of  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  over  the  past  27  years.  I hope  not  to 
overpower  you  with  numbers  or  concepts  here. 

I need  to  introduce  this  theme  with  a brief  program  note.  I shall  be  using  the 
liquidity  surplus  or  deficit  when  I cite  overall  numbers.  But  my  categories  differ 
somewhat  from  those  used  in  conventional  balance  of  payments  accounting.  The 
first  category  I use  is  trade  and  service  account,  which  should  have  a familiar 
ring,  but,  as  I use  it,  it  does  not  include  military  transactions  or  investment 
income  and  it  does  include  pensions  and  remittances.  The  second  category  is 
capital  account,  in  which  I include  the  income  flows,  both  Government  and 
private,  as  well  as  the  capital  flows,  and,  of  course,  net  foreign  capital  transac- 
tions. But  I also  include  errors  and  omissions.  The  third  category  is  fuudainent- 
ally  Government  grants  and  capital  plus  military  transactions  net  of  milrtary 
sales. 

It  is  useful  in  developing  depth  and  color  in  this  theme  to  break  the  27  years, 
1941-67  inclusive,  into  two  major  periods,  and  then  to  further  subdivide  those 
major  periods.  Let  us  look  first  at  the  17  years,  1941-57  inclusive,  and  sub- 
divide that  period  into  three  sub-pefiods : 1941-46 ; 1947-49 ; and  1950-57. 

Over  the  full  17  years,  the  United  States  had  a cumulative  balance  of  pay- 
ments deficit  of  less  than  $10  billion,  or  an  annual  average  of  just  under  $600 
million.  We  ran  a cumulative  surplus  on  trade  and  services  of  $85  billion,  or 
about  $5  billion  per  year,  a cumulative  surplus  on  capital  account  of  $17  bil- 
lion, or  $1  billion  per  year,  and  a cumulative  deficit  on  military  and  Govern- 
ment account  of  $112  billion,  or  $6.6  billion  per  year.  From  1946  to  1957  alone, 
we  extended  economic  assistance  in  grants  and  loans  of  $42  billion  net.  And 
yet,  after  all  this,  we  gained  gold  reserves  of  $800  million ; our  gold  reserve  at  the 
close  of  1957  was  larger  than  at  the  beginning  of  1941. 

What  this  means,  of  course,  is  that  we  financed  our  deficit  completely — and 
more — by  increasing  our  dollar  liabilities  to  oflttcial  and  private  holders.  In  a 
world  that  was  starved  for  reserves,  the  dollar  was  better  than  gold. 

In  the  three  subperiods,  we  can  see  these  developments.  In  the  war  years, 
we  ran  a modest  deficit  averaging  about  $800  million  per  year.  From  1947  through 
1949,  our  surpluses  averaged  $1.7  billion.  In  the  next  8 years,  our  deficits  averaged 
$1.2  billion.  Our  trade  and  service  surplus  diminished  in  succeeding  subperiods, 
our  capital  account  improved  a bit,  and  our  Government — military  account 
deficit  was  significantly  reduced. 

The  point  I want , to  underline  is  that  the  United  States,  throughout  this 
period,  was  in  fundamental  surplus  but,  through  its  deliberate  policy  of  massive 
untied  grant  and  loan  assistance,  incurred  more  or  less  consistent  liquidity 
deficits.  With  high  reserves,  immense  productive  power,  a great  and  growing 
capital  market  system,  and  a desire  to  help  rebuild  a war-shattered  world,  the 
United  States  engaged  in  a unilateral  adjustment  process  that  benefited  the 
world  and,  in  iso  doing,  helped  both  the  world  and  itself. 
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It  is  no  exaggeration  to  say  that  we  'picked  up  most  of  the  checks  for  insuring 
free  world  security ; we  permitted  'disadvantage  to  our  trade,  we  encouraged  our 
tourists  to  go  abroad  and  make  substantial  purchases  there,  and  we  strove 
mightily  to  Increase  our  foreign  private  investment. 

All  of  these  policies  were  rational  and  in  the  interest  of  world  trade  and 
world  economic  growth.  But,  after  17  years,  the  habit  of  deficit  had  hecome  so 
strong  that  it  was  hard  to  kick  even  when  it  became  crystal  clear  that  what  was 
a good  habit  under  earlier  conditions  had  become  a bad  habit  in  the  world  of 
1958  anid  following  years.  It  became  a bad  habit  in  two  respects.  The  deficits  got 
larger  and  had  to  be  financed  both  with  increased  dollar  outflows  and  a reduc- 
tion in  our  gold  reserves,  which  fell  $11  billion  between  1958  and  1967.  The 
outside  world,  which  had  enjoyed  the  mild  deficits  of  earlier  years,  got  worried 
about  the  bigger  ones,  but  it  took  some  time  before  the  surplus  'nations  rec- 
ognized that  it  was  impossible  to  reduce  deficits  without  reducing  surpluses 
and  that  they  had  some  responsibilities  to  discharge  in  the  adjustment  process. 

In  the  10  years,  1958-67,  we  ran  a cumulative  deficit  of  $27  billion — an  annual 
average  of  $2.7  billion — more  than  four  times  the  average  of  the  earlier  period. 
Our  Government  and  military  account  deficit  was  reduced  but  remained  large — • 
$55  billion  in  10  years.  It  was,  of  course,  strongly  affected  by  Vietnam  after 
mid-1965. 

Our  capital  account  in  the  1958-67  period  showed  no  real  improvement  as 
com.pared  with  the  earlier  period.  The  annual  average,  in  fact,  showed  a smaller 
surplus  than  in  1941-57.  Capital  outflows  on  direct  investment,  in  the  form  of 
bank  loans  and  in  portfolio,  rose  sharply — enough  so  that  the  steadily  rising 
income  just  about  kept  it  in  balance,  but  only  after  the  outflow  had  been  some- 
what contained  and  only  after  various  special  transactions.  Including  some  debt 
prepayments  to  the  United  States  on  Government  account. 

But  the  big  change  came  in  trade  and  service  account.  Here  our  cumulative 
surplus  was  less  than  $19  billion,  or  under  $2  billion  a year.  Our  exports  grew 
but,  particularly  in  'later  years,  imports  grew  faster,  and  we  incurred  a rapidly 
increasing  deficit  on  tourist  account.  We  did,  in  1961-64,  show  improvement 
in  trade  and  services,  but  that  improvement  was  not  characteristic  of  the  period 
as  a whole. 

Now  comes  the  second  theme  of  counterpointT-^both  a more  full  analysis  of 
the  deficit  in  1958-67  and  what  was  done  to  correct  it. 

One  is  frequently  met  with  two  broad  questions  concerning  our  payments 
balance  problem. 

The  first  runs  as  follows : The  U.S.  economy  is  strong,  big,  and  growing.  The 
dollar  is  the  great  reserve  and  transactions  currency  for  the  world.  The  'balance 
of  payments  deficit  is  only  a fraction  of  one  percent  of  the  gross  national 
product.  Why  is  there  any  problem? 

The  other  runs  along  these  'lines : The  deficit  is  sm'all  relative  to  gross  national 
product.  Why  can’t  it  be  corrected  very  easily  by  merely  restraining  demand  in 
the  United  'States,  thereby  improving  the  current  account  and  particularly  the 
trade  position?  Both  approaches,  of  course,  imply  that  it  is  unnecessary  to  have 
any  selective  or  direct  program  to  curb  outflows. 

The  answer  to  the  first  question  is  relatively  simple.  No  one  would  be  much 
concerned  about  a U.S.  deficit  which  was  a fraction  of  1 percent  for  1 year — 
or  even  several  years.  As  I noted,  in  the  early  ipost-war  years,  our  generous 
assistance  to  the  war-torn  countries  of  Europe  and  Asia  left  us  with  moderate 
deficits  which  we  were  prepared  to  accept.  They  were  not  only  acceptable  but 
desired  by  the  countries  which  were  receiving  dollars  to  build  up  their  reserves. 
But,  by  1958,  the  deficits  were  becoming  too  big  to  finance  easily.  In  1958-60,  they 
averaged  $3.7  billion.  In  that  volume,  they  supplied  too  many  dollars  too  fast 
to  be  absorbed  into  world  reserves.  A substantial  part  of  those  dollars  came 
back  for  conversion  into  gold — and  our  reserves  fell. 

A¥ith  the  American  economy  operating  well  below  capacity,  there  was  nothing 
to  be  gained  and  much  to  be  lost  by  depressing  it  further.  Therefore,  the  first 
actions  to  reduce  the  deficit  aimed  at  reducing  the  foreign  exchange  costs  of 
Government  spending  overseas.  Savings  in  this  area,  plus  improvement  in  our 
trade  account,  reduced  the  deficit.  But  then  capital  began  to  flow  out  in  increas- 
ing volume — partly  because  we  generated  large  savings  and  had  large  capital  mar- 
kets; partly  because  of  Investment  opportunities  overseas,  and  partly  because 
the  long  campaign  to  increase  U.S.  foreign  investment  had  gradually  won  many 
converts.  These  tendencies  were  dampened  somewhat  by  the  interest  equaliza- 
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tion  tax  in  1963  aud  by  the  voluntary  program  to  restrain  direct  investment  and 
foreign  lending  in  1965. 

The  1960  deficit  was  $3.9  billion.  The  1962  deficit  was  $2.2  billion.  The  1965 
and  1966  deficits  average  $1.3  billion.  But,  in  1967,  the  deficit  was  back  to  $3.6 
billion,  with  half  coming  in  the  last  quarter  alone.  That  figure  reflected  a num- 
ber of  factors — some  of  which  were  nonrecurrent — but  it  was  simply  too  big  to 
ignore. 

The  second  question  requires  a more  complex  ansvi'er  to  give  the  reasons  wh.y 
a proper  corrective  program  for  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  involves  more  than 
simple  restraint  on  the  domestic  economy.  But  I want  to  make  quite  clear  that 
restraint  of  the  domestic  economy  is  an  integral  part  of  the  January  1 program — 
the  part  which  the  President  called  “the  first  order  of  business.”  It  is  important 
to  our  international  position  and  essential  to  our  domestic  position.  It  involves 
an  income  tax  surcharge  and  other  tax  measures,  plus  expenditure  control,  plus 
a call  for  a more  effective  voluntary  program  of  wage  and  price  restraint.  But,  in 
addition  to  this  “first  order  of  business,”  additional  measures  are  needed  for  an 
effective  program  to  correct  our  payments  imbalance. 

There  are  two  primary  reasons  for  this  approach.  First,  balance  of  payments 
problems  are  more  complex  today  than  they  were  in  the  earlier  years  of  this 
century. 

'Second,  we  have  learned  that  too  much  deflation  may  cure  a payments  deficit 
but  may  end  by  killing  the  patient  and  passing  on  the  disease  to  all  of  his  rela- 
tives— his  trading  partners.  It  is  now  generally  recognized  that  deflation  was 
carried  too  far  by  some  'major  countries  in  the  1920’s  and  early  1930’s.  And  it  is 
now  recognized  that  this  resulted  not  only  in  reduced  growth  in  deficit  countries 
but  in  the  world  as  a whole.  'Sharp  deflation  as  a policy  simply  is  not  acceptable 
today  in  any  country — or  in  the  world. 

In  an  earlier  day,  at  lea'St  in  theory,  balance  of  payments  deflcits  generally 
occurred  when  a country’s  economic  pace  was  too  fast  relative  to  its  resources 
and  relative  to  growth  in  other  major  industrial  and  financial  centers.  The  coun- 
try with  an  Inflationary  boom  began  to  have  rising  prices  ; its  exports  fell,  and  its 
Im'ports  rose.  The  direct  effect  was  a reduced  trade  surplus.  The  cure  was  to  de- 
flate the  economy,  or,  at  least,  dampen  the  inflation.  And  this  was  usually  ac- 
companied by  general  tightening  of  credit  and  rising  interest  rates  that  ac- 
centuated the  deflation  in  the  economy  over  time.  Moreover,  in  the  short  run,  these 
rising  interest  rates  tended  to  stimulate  'borrowing  abroad  and  to  attract  foreign 
capital  in  an  equilibrating  manner. 

I have  noted  that  a policy  involving  sharp  deflation  is  no  longer  acceptable. 
But  this  is  due  not  merely  to  dislike  of  deflation  but  also  because  it,  alone,  does 
not  meet  the  problem.  Our  persistent  deficit  has  important  elements  that  make 
it  far  different  from  the  early  20th  century,  both  in  genesis  and  in  proper  treat- 
ment. The  foreign  exchange  costs  of  our  worldwide  defense  alliances  simply  are 
not  susceptible  to  being  reduced  by  general  fiscal  and  monetary  policy.  Gross 
outlays  on  this  account  amount  to  about  $4.3  billion  a year,  and  the  impact  on  our 
balance  of  payments,  even  after  netting  receipts  from  sales  of  military  goods  to 
foreign  countries,  is  about  $3.3  billion. 

■Our  gross  expenditures  on  tourism  (including  fares  to  foreign  carriers)  were 
•about  $4  billion  in  1967,  and  the  world-wide  net  outflow  on  this  account  was 
around  $2  billion,  with  $li,4  billion  of  this  accruing  to  countries  outside  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  Our  tourist  outlay  has  been  rising  at  an  average  rate  of 
about  12  percent  a .year  in  the  past  ten  years,  a rate  far  in  excess  of  the  growth 
in  the  gross  national  product.  This  steeply  rising  trend  is  related  to  the  gro'wing 
number  of  people  with  higher  incomes,  and  to  various  other  factors,  much  more 
than  to  fluctuations  in  the  curi-ent  rate  of  expansion  in  our  economy. 

'Our  capital  outflO'W  has  become  very  large  and  quite  complex.  In  the  early 
20th  century,  we  thought  of  capital  investment  as  flowing  from  the  more  ad- 
vanced countries  to  the  developing  countries.  Today,  our  private  capital  outflow 
includes  a substantial  element  of  investment  in  countries  already  industrialized, 
in  Europe,  Japan,  and  elsewhere. 

I have  tried  to  demonstrate  that  the  more  complex  characteristios  of  deficits 
in  general,  and  of  the  United  States  in  particular,  require  both  domestic  econom- 
ic restraint  and  a selective  attack  upon  'particular  items  of  deficit.  I should  add 
one  further  important  .point  here.  The  January  1 program  was  designed  to  be 
a balanced  program  and  one  that  would  produce  results  quickly.  The  devalua- 
tion of  sterling,  the  heavy  pressures  on  the  gold  .and  foreign  exchange  markets. 
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and  the  sharp  deterioration  in  a payments  position  in  the  last  quarter  of  1967 
all  underlined  the  need  for  strong  action. 

The  January  1 program  is  designed  to  be  a balanced  program — balanced  in 
three  important  aspects.  There  is  balance  between  measures  to  restrain  the 
domestic  economy  and  avoid  inflation  and  direct  measures  to  improve  particular 
segments  of  our  international  payments.  There  is  balance  between  selective 
measures  on  eaipital  and  on  current  account.  And,  finally,  there  is  balance  in  the 
selective  measures’  impact  on  the  rest  of  the  world.  The  program  is  deliberately 
designed  to  reduce  the  impact  of  adjustment  on  conntries  least  able  to  bear  it 
and  to  place  most  of  that  impact  directly  on  countries  in  surplus  and  in  strong 
reserve  positions.  And  it  is  important  to  note  that  this  selectivity  is  in  favor 
of  those  parts  of  the  world  that  should  be  favored — it  is  not  selective  for  the 
advantage  of  the  United  'States. 

Right  at  this  point,  let  me  stress  again  the  fact  that  it  is  vital  to  have  more 
restraint  on  our  domestic  economy — vital  both  for  our  internal  economic  health 
and  for  our  external  accounts.  An  economy  running  as  fast  as  the  U.'S.  economy 
is  running  today  is  courting  trouble  in  the  future  on  the  domestic  front  and  in 
our  international  trade  account. 

In  this  connection,  I want  to  point  out  that  our  foreign  friends  share  this 
view.  Contrary  to  some  opinion  I have  seen  expressed,  this  view  from  abroad 
does  not  represent  a price  to  be  charged  for  cooperation  in  helping  to  maintain 
.stability  in  the  international  monetary  system.  On  the  contrary,  our  foreign 
friends  see  Inteimational  monetary  instability  if  the  United  States  undergoes 
either  sharp  deflation  or  inflation.  Their  fear,  which  we  share,  is  that  an  over- 
heated U.S.  economy  will  produce,  in  time,  a badly  deflated  U.S.  economy — a 
development  that  would  hurt  world  economic  growth  as  well  as  U.S.  economic 
growth.  They  advocate — as  we  do — ^fiscal  restmint  in  the  United  Sltates  and 
expansion  of  under-utilized  capacities  in  European  economies.  Both  actions  will 
facilitate  the  smoother  working  of  the  adjustment  process. 

It  is  hard  to  appraise  the  results  of  the  new  program  to  date — partly  because 
we  will  have  nothing  approaching  definitive  first  quarter  figures  for  another  5 
weeks  or  6 weeks  and  partly  because  the  new  program  is  not  fully  in  force  as 
yet.  Mo.9t  importantly,  we  do  not  yet  have  fiscal  restraint — increased  taxes  and 
expenditure  control — although  prospects  for  action  have  improved  substantially 
in  the  past  two  or  three  weeks.  We  do  know  that  the  trade  account  is  not  be- 
having as  well  as  had  been  hoped — ^partly  because  of  abnormally  high  imports 
of  copper  and  steel,  which  reflect  actual,  or  anticipated  strikes,  partly  due  to 
excessive  economic  growth,  which  induces  imports  in  general. 

The  capital  restraint  programs— on  direct  investment  and  on  financial  institu- 
tions— appear  to  be  working  well.  But,  in  the  capital  account  area,  two  factors 
probably  have  worked  against  us  in  the  first  quarter— the  gold  crisis  and  the 
fact  that  special  transactions  in  the  first  quarter  of  1967  were  quite  large  and 
were  smaller  in  the  first  quarter  of  1968.  But  our  basic  capital  account  trends 
seem  to  be  quite  favorable. 

Work  on  reducing  the  net  balance  of  payments  drain  on  Government  account 
is  proceeding  with  every  promise  of  success — particularly  in  the  important  area 
of  further  neutralization  of  the  foreign  exchange  costs  of  our  overseas  military 
expenditures  in  Europe.  We  have  not  made  equal  progress  on  the  travel  and  trade 
disadvantages  sectors. 

When  the  full  program  is  in  being  and  operative,  I am  sure  it  will  lead  to  the 
goal  set  by  the  President  on  January  1 — to  bring  our  balance  of  payments  “to 
or  close  to,  equilibrium.” 

Now  let  me  turn  to  my  third  theme — which  I characterized  as  andante  and 
which  moved  abruptly  into  scherzo.  It  was  andante  in  the  sense  that  it  has  taken 
months  and  years  to  reach  agreement  on  a new  international  reserve  asset — the 
SDR;  it  became  scherzo  after  the  British  devaluation  and  the  gold  rushes  of 
last  fall  and  this  March. 

I speak  first  of  the  gold  situation,  which,  in  the  past  three  weeks,  has  under- 
gone fundamental  change — in  fact,  a change  so  fundamental  I am  not  sure  it  has 
been  fully  understood.  A little  history  may  be  useful  at  this  point. 

In  the  early  post-World  War  II  period,  a free  market  for  gold,  without  any 
gold  pool  operations,  frequently  saw  prices  well  above  $35  per  ounce,  and,  after 
1952,  moderate  fluctuations  both  above  and  below  $35  per  ounce.  In  1960,  there 
was  an  outbreak  of  the  free  market  price  on  the  up-side,  following  3 years  of 
massive  U.S.  payments  deficits,  and  there  were  substantial  conversions  of  dollars 
318-223—69 30 
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into  gold  by  foreign  monetary  authorities.  In  the  fall  of  1961,  the  now  famous 
Gold  Pool  began  to  operate  in  order  to  stabilize  the  free  market  price.  But,  up 
to  that  time,  there  really  was  a monetary  gold  price  and  a free  market  price 
which  could  and  did  differ. 

What  seems  to  be  overlooked  in  the  history  is  that  the  Gold  Pool  operated 
on  both  sides  of  the  market  from  late  1961  until  it  closed  at  mid-March  1968.  The 
objectives  were  to  smooth  out  market  operations  and  to  provide  an  orderly  way 
for  new  gold  to  enter  the  monetary  system. 

These  objectives  of  the  Pool  members  were  carried  out  very  well  for  most 
of  the  life  of  the  Pool.  A number  of  crises — that  of  the  Cuban  missiles  and  the 
assassination  of  President  Kennedy,  to  name  but  two — were  rather  easily  sur- 
mounted, and,  from  its  inception  through  the  first  10  months  of  1967,  the  Pool 
was  a significant  net  buyer  of  gold. 

The  Pool  operations  showed  a small  favorable  balance  by  the  end  of  1962,  and 
there  were  large  inflows  in  1963  and  1964.  In  1965,  the  gain  was  diminished,  but 
the  Pool  remained  on  the  credit  side  of  the  ledger.  In  1966  and  1967,  with  one  of 
the  major  supply  factors — Russian  sales — absent  from  the  market,  there  was  a 
moderate  net  outflow  as  conditions  remained  in  fairly  good  balance  with  occa- 
sional speculative  outbursts,  such  as  that  in  June  1967,  at  the  outbreak  of  hos- 
tilities in  the  Mid-East,  at  which  time  the  Pool  was  still  a net  purchaser  of  over 
$1  billion  in  gold. 

During  the  period  of  Pool  activity,  there  was  an  evolving  awareness  of  the  need 
for  a major  change  in  the  international  financial  system.  The  long-run  problem 
of  providing  for  future  international  liquidity  needs,  as  the  supply  of  new  gold  for 
monetary  reserves  diminished  and  new  dollar  outflows  were  reduced  through  cor- 
rection of  the  Imbalance  in  the  U.S.  payments  position,  had  been  long  recognized 
by  monetary  authoifities.  In  the  first  instance,  short-term  credit  facilities  in  the 
form  of  swaps  and  medium-term  conditional  credits  through  the  enlargement  of 
IMP  quotas  were  set  in  place.  Invaluable  as  these  have  proven  in  meeting  indi- 
vidual crises  of  a reversible  nature,  they  obviously  do  not  meet  the  more  funda- 
mental long-term  global  liquidity  problem.  It  was  with  the  latter  in  mind  that 
work  progressed  on  the  creation  of  a new  reserve  asset,  which  has  come  to  be 
known  as  the  SDR. 

But,  while  steady,  albeit  slow,  progress  was  being  made  on  a plan  for  a new 
reserve  asset,  a series  of  events  created  uncertainties  in  the  international  mone- 
tary system.  By  far  the  greatest  factor  of  instability  was  the  weakness  of  ster- 
ling, which  culminated  in  devaluation  at  mid-November,  1967.  But  the  Middle 
East  crisis  and  the  return  to  large  deficit  by  the  United  States  in  1967  also  added 
to  uncertainty.  Rumors,  some  inspired,  some  merely  reflective  of  unease,  swept 
through  the  markebs^ — particularly  after  sterling  devaluation.  In  this  setting, 
a number  of  people  became  convinced  that  the  price  of  gold  would  have  to  be  in- 
creased, and  free  market  gold  sales  rose  to  vei-y  large  volume. 

The  immediate  outbreaks  in  late  November  and  in  December  were  not  unex- 
pected, following  the  devaluation  of  a major  currency,  and  the  authorities  hoped 
that  a continued  show  of  determination  to  hold  the  market,  as  well  as  the  official, 
price  of  gold  would  restore  stability  and  give  time  to  set  firmly  in  place  the  plan 
for  the  new  reserve  asset  and  thus  demonstrate  the  greatly  reduced  reliance  of 
the  world’s  monetary  system  on  gold. 

However,  there  was  further  heavy  loss  of  monetary  gold  by  the  Gold  Pool  mem- 
bers in  March.  Thus,  it  seemed  that  Pool  action,  rather  than  restoring  stability, 
tended  then  to  feed  the  speculative  flames.  A new  course  of  action  was  indicated. 
But,  also,  the  large  speculative  holdings  of  gold  brought  a new  factor  into  the 
market  which  enabled  the  authorities,  with  more  equanimity,  to  allow  the  free 
market  price  to  seek  its  own  level. 

Certainly  it  would  have  been  preferable  if,  as  we  had  hoped,  a more  orderly 
evolution  could  have  taken  place  following  the  actual  adoption  of  the  SDR  agree- 
ment, without  experiencing  the  speculative  outbreak  that  did  occur.  The  fact  that 
it  did  occur  does  not,  however,  make  less  viable  the  move  to  free  and  separate  the 
private  gold  markets  from  what  might  be  termed  the  monetary  gold  market,  com- 
posed of  the  existing  stock  of  monetary  gold. 

Fortunately,  the  near  conclusion  of  the  agreement  on  SDR’s  enabled  the  Gold 
Pool  members,  in  their  Washington  Communique  of  March  17,  to  state  that  “as 
the  existing  stock  of  monetary  gold  is  sufficient,  in  view  of  the  prospective  estab- 
lishment of  the  facility  for  Special  Drawing  Rights,  they  no  longer  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  buy  gold  from  the  market.”  The  successful  outcome  in  Stockholm  last 
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weekend  underscored  this  position  and  removes  much  of  the  threat  that  a distinct 
free  market  price,  whether  above  or  below  $35  per  ounce,  could  have  previously 
had  on  the  official  monetary  price. 

The  Stockholm  Communique  said  “the  Ministers  and  Governors  reaffirmed 
their  determination  to  cooperate  in  the  maintenance  of  exchange  stability  and 
orderly  exchange  arrangements  in  the  world,  based  on  the  present  official  price 
of  gold.”  It  also  said,  “Moreover,  they  intend  to  strengthen  the  close  cooperation 
between  governments  as  well  as  between  central  banks  to  stabilize  world  mone- 
tary conditions.” 

Without  a continued  monetary  demand  for  new  gold,  it  will  be  interesting  to 
see  what  does  develop  in  the  free  markets.  The  amount  of  annual  new  production 
is  far  in  excess  of  legitimate  industrial  needs  for  gold.  This  leaves  ample  room 
for  a considerable  volume  of  hoarding  or  savings  in  those  countries  whose  popu- 
lations have  been  historically  attracted  to  gold  as  a store  of  value.  Without  spec- 
ulative activity,  the  market  would  appear  to  have  presently  a supply  potential 
somewhat  greater  than  the  hard-core  demand.  And  this  is  without  taking  account 
of  the  present  large  overhang  of  gold  in  speculative  hands. 

The  events  so  far  have  clearly  disappointed  those  who  felt  that,  in  the  absence 
of  Pool  support,  the  price  would  rise  sharply  and  permit  a quick  and  easy  killing 
in  the  market.  Nor  can  the  price  situation  to  date  give  comfort  to  those  who  have 
urged  a doubling  of  the  official  price  of  gold. 

One  of  the  oddities  I frequently  encounter  in  the  arguments  of  those  who  would 
have  drastically  increased  the  price  of  gold  is  that  they  profess  fear  of  the  in- 
flationary potential  in  the  controlled  creation  of  reserves  at  a moderate  rate  hut 
could  view  with  apparent  unconcern  the  inflationary  consequences  of  a doubling 
of  the  price  of  gold  which  would  add  over  $40  billion  of  new  liquidity  at  a single 
stroke.  They  apparently  fail  to  realize  that  not  only  would  a gold  price  increase 
have  been  the  most  inequitable  and  unsettling  method  of  creating  additional 
liquidity  but  that  decisions  by  monetary  authorities  on  gold  price  increases  are 
no  less  manmade  than  the  decisions  on  creation  of  a new  reserve  medium. 

The  new  two-tier  system  has  been  characterized  by  some  as  a stopgap  measure. 
I am  not  sure  what  is  meant  by  this.  If  they  mean  that  it  doesn’t  solve  all  of  our 
problems — most  particularly  the  need  to  eliminate  our  balance  of  payments  defi- 
cit— they  are,  of  course,  right.  If,  however,  they  mean  that  a two-tier  gold  system 
won’t  work,  even  with  a well-operating  adjustment  process,  to  reduce  our  deficit 
and  to  reduce  the  surpluses  of  others,  I disagree. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  try  to  blend  my  three  themes  into  a finale.  The  new  ar- 
rangements on  gold  underline  the  stability  of  the  $35  price  for  monetary  trans- 
actions. The  prospective  new  SDR  system  will  produce  reserves  as  and  when 
needed  to  supplement  existing  reserves — both  the  gold  in  the  hands  of  monetary 
authorities  and  the  foreign  exchange  they  hold.  This  is  a viable  system. 

But  this,  or  any  other  system,  can  suffer  shocks  if  the  economies  of  major 
countries,  and  particularly  the  U.S.  economy,  get  badly  out  of  balance.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  new  monetary  system  that  guarantees  order  in  a world  in  basic 
disorder.  So  it  is  necessary  to  have  a smooth  adjustment  process,  and  it  is  neces- 
sary to  bring  our  own  payments  position  into  better  balance.  It  is  equally  import- 
ant to  have  growth  abroad  with  price  stability  and  an  elimination  of  chronic 
surpluses. 

The  new  American  program  should  go  a long  way  to  achieve  the  goal.  With 
cooperation — in  the  interests  of  themselves  and  the  world — the  chances  of  reach- 
ing that  goal  will  be  even  more  improved.  And,  with  a better  balanced  but 
growing  world  economy,  the  new  monetary  system — built  as  it  is  on  the  solid 
foundations  laid  at  Bretton  Woods  more  than  20  years  ago — should  function  well. 


Exhibit  53. — Remarks  by  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  Deming,  May  6, 
1968,  to  the  Istituto  Nazionale  per  il  Commercio  Estero  (ICE),  Rome,  Italy,  on 
recent  developments  in  the  monetary  system  and  international  payments 

I always  regard  myself  as  fortunate  when  my  duties  bring  me  to  the  city  of 
Rome.  This  is  not  only  because  Rome  has  its  own  distinctive  charm  and  tradi- 
tions but  also  because  of  the  fine  relationships  in  the  monetary  field  that  we  in 
the  United  States  Treasury  have  with  Minister  Colombo,  Governor  Carli,  and 
others  in  the  Italian  Government  and  the  Bank  of  Italy. 
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For  those  gentlemen  just  named  and  for  most  of  their  colleagues  in  all  coun- 
tries, the  last  few  months  have  been  eventful  ones. 

From  the  middle  of  November,  when  the  pound  sterling  was  devalued,  to  the 
middle  of  March,  when  members  of  the  Gold  Pool  took  their  decision  to  separate 
the  private  gold  markets  from  what  might  be  termed  the  monetary  gold  market, 
events  in  the  foreign  exchange  markets  demanded  the  continuing  attention  of 
monetary  authorities. 

A change  in  the  value  of  a major  world  currency  may  always  be  expected  to 
have  a disturbing  effect  in  exchange  markets^ — and  it  came  as  no  surprise  when 
substantial  speculation  in  gold  began  in  November  of  last  year.  The  authorities 
of  the  Gold  Pool  countries  hoped  that  continued  support  for  the  free  market 
price  would  restore  stability  and  give  time  to  set  in  place  the  plan  for  creation 
of  Special  Drawing  Rights,  which  would  clearly  demonstrate  the  greatly  reduced 
reliance  of  the  world’s  monetary  system  on  gold. 

After  two  heavy  runs  in  November  and  December,  the  gold  market  quieted 
down  considerably  in  January  and  February,  but  speculation  broke  out  again 
in  March,  and  there  was  heavy  loss  of  monetary  gold  by  the  Gold  Pool  members. 
At  this  point,  it  appeared  that  the  Pool  action  in  supplying  gold  to  the  market 
was  tending  to  feed  speculation,  rather  than  restoring  stability.  A new  course  of 
action  was  indicated. 

On  March  17  of  this  year.  Gold  Pool  members  announced  that,  henceforth, 
officially  held  gold  would  be  used  only  to  effect  transfers  among  monetary  authori- 
ties. They  decided  no  longer  to  supply  gold  to  the  London  gold  market  or  any 
other  gold  market.  They  added  that  “as  the  existing  stock  of  monetary  gold  is 
sufficient  in  view  of  the  prospective  establishment  of  the  facility  for  Special 
Drawing  Rights,  they  no  longer  feel  it  necessary  to  buy  gold  from  the  market.” 

This  is  an  historic  statement  and  reflects  a major  decision. 

It  is  useful  to  see  this  decision  in  perspective.  The  Gold  Pool  began  to  operate 
in  the  fall  of  1961  in  order  to  stabilize  free  market  prices  for  gold.  Prior  to  that 
time,  while  the  official  monetary  price  for  gold  had  not  varied  from  the  $35  an 
ounce  price  established  in  1934,  free  market  prices  for  gold  had  fluctuated  sub- 
stantially. During  the  period  of  Gold  Pool  operations,  the  Pool  operated  on  both 
sides  of  the  market,  and,  in  fact,  bought  more  gold  than  it  sold  during  the  entire 
period  up  through  the  first  10  months  of  1967. 

The  objectives  of  the  Pool  members — to  smooth  out  market  operations  and  to 
provide  an  orderly  channel  for  new  gold  to  enter  the  monetary  system — were 
carried  out  very  well  for  most  of  the  life  of  the  Pool.  A number  of  crises — that 
of  the  Cuban  missiles  and  the  assassination  of  President  Kennedy,  to  name  but 
two— were  rather  easily  surmounted.  The  Pool  operations  showed  a small  posi- 
tive balance  by  the  end  of  1962,  and  there  were  large  purchases  by  the  Pool  in 
1963  and  1964.  In  1965,  the  gain  was  much  diminished,  but  the  Pool  remained  on 
the  ci-edit  side  of  the  ledger.  In  1966  and  up  to  November  1967,  with  one  of  the 
major  supply  factors — Russian  sales — absent  from  the  market,  there  was  a 
modei-ate  net  outflow.  Conditions  remained  in  fairly  good  balance  vvith  only  occa- 
sional speculative  outbursts,  such  as  that  in  June  1967,  at  the  outbreak  of  hos- 
tilities in  the  Mid-East.  At  mid-November,  the  Pool  was  still  a net  purchaser  of 
over  $1  billion  in  gold  over  the  period  as  a whole. 

In  the  4 months  from  mid-November  1967,  to  mid-March  1968,  the  Pool  supplied 
$3  billion  to  the  London  market  in  maintaining  the  free  market  price  around  $35. 
As  noted,  by  mid-March  1968,  it  became  crystal  clear  that  the  classic  method  of 
meeting  speculative  runs  was  not  working.  Therefore,  a new  course  was  indi- 
cated— the  course  I have  mentioned. 

Now  I believe  it  important  to  stress  two  points  about  the  new  gold  policy. 

1.  The  new  gold  policy. — In  announcing  the  new  gold  policy  in  the  Washington 
Communique,  the  Gold  Pool  countries  invited  the  cooperation  of  other  central 
banks.  So  far,  most  of  the  free  world  countries  have  expressed  their  willingness 
to  cooperate. 

At  Stockholm,  the  Group  of  Ten  Ministers  and  Governors  reaffirmed  their 
determination  to  cooperate  in  the  maintenance  of  exchange  stability  and  orderly 
exchange  arrangements  in  the  world  based  on  the  present  official  price  of  gold. 
They  also  said  “they  intend  to  strengthen  the  close  cooperation  between  govern- 
ments as  well  as  central  banks  to  stabilize  world  monetary  conditions.”  This 
latter  statement  was  agreed  unanimously. 

The  amendment  to  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  Fund,  now  in  process  of 
ratification,  includes — along  with  the  new  SDR  plan  and  certain  changes  in  the 
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regular  operations  of  the  Fund — a change  in  procedure  regarding  the  price  of 
gold.  This  change — which  raises  the  voting  requirement  for  a change  in  the 
official  price  of  gold  by  the  Fund  from  a simple  majority  to  85  percent — will  make 
it  more  difficult  to  change  the  official  price  of  gold. 

The  United  States  continues  to  buy  and  sell  gold  at  the  existing  price  of  $35 
an  ounce  in  transactions  with  monetary  authorities.  But,  as  agreed  by  all  Gold 
Pool  countries  and  expressed  in  the  Washington  CJommunique,  no  Gold  Pool 
country,  including  the  United  States,  will  sell  gold  to  monetary  authorities  to 
replace  gold  sold  in  the  private  market. 

Taken  all  together,  this  means  an  overwhelming  official  belief  that  the  present 
official  price  of  gold  should  not,  and  will  not,  be  changed  and  a determination  to 
keep  the  monetary  gold  stock  separate  from  the  commodity  market  for  gold. 

2.  The  supply-demand  picture. — Central  bank  demand  has  been  removed 
from  the  market.  Industrial  and  artistic  demand  is  only  half  of  new  Free  World 
supply.  The  big  speculative  runs  have  produced  a big  overhang  of  gold  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  expected  a rise  in  the  official  price  of  gold.  The  free  market 
price  of  gold  has  risen  far  less  than  speculators  hoped,  and  far  less  than  those 
who  advocated  an  official  price  increase  had  suggested.  I suggest  that  these 
factors  make  for  downward  pressure  on  the  free  market  price  of  gold,  rather 
than  upward  pressure 

During  the  years  of  Pool  activity,  there  was  an  evolving  awareness  of  the 
need  for  a major  change  in  the  international  financial  system.  The  long-run 
problem  of  providing  for  future  international  liquidity  needs,  as  the  supply 
of  new  gold  for  monetary  reserves  diminished  and  new  dollar  outflows  were 
reduced  through  correction  of  the  imbalance  in  the  U.S.  payments  position, 
had  long  been  recognized  by  monetary  authorities. 

In  the  first  instance,  short-term  credit  facilities  in  the  form  of  swaps  and 
medium  term  conditional  credits  through  the  enlargement  of  IMF  quotas  were 
set  in  place.  Invaluable  as  these  have  proved,  they  obviously  do  not  meet  the 
more  fundamental  long-term  global  liquidity  problem.  It  was  with  the  latter 
in  mind  that  work  went  on  for  a number  of  years  on  the  question  of  creating 
a new  reserve  asset  which  could  supplement  gold  and  foreign  exchange  in  the 
monetary  reserves  of  the  nations  of  the  world. 

With  restoration  of  more  orderly  conditions  in  the  foreign  exchange  markets, 
monetary  authorities  are  now  able  to  concentrate  once  again  on  the  two  basic 
problems  that  have  been  the  focus  of  international  monetary  cooperation. 
These  are  the  establishment  of  a facility  for  assuring  adequate  world  liquidity 
and  the  development  of  better  adjustment  in  international  payments. 

The  Special  Drawing  Rights  Facility 

Just  2 weeks  ago,  on  April  22,  the  International  Monetary  Fund  released 
the  text  of  a Proposed  Amendment  to  the  Articles  of  Agreement  of  the  Inter- 
national Monetary  Fund.  This  Amendment  provides  for  establishing  machinery 
within  the  IMF  to  create  Special  Drawing  Rights  (SDR)  by  the  conscious  de- 
cision of  the  world’s  monetary  authorities. 

This  brings  close  to  fruition  5 years  of  intensive  work  on  this  subject.  The 
work  was  initiated  in  the  fall  of  1963  by  the  Group  of  Ten  leading  industrial 
countries  that  had  banded  together  in  1961  and  1962  to  strengthen  the  monetary 
system  by  providing  additional  credit  lines  to  the  International  Monetary  Fund. 

The  Ministers  and  Governors  of  the  Group  of  Ten  asked  their  Deputies  to 
investigate  the  need  for  some  new  form  of  reserves.  The  Deputies  met  frequently 
in  1963  and  1964  and  made  the  first  analysis  of  the  problem  and  its  main 
elements. 

In  the  following  year,  a special  study  group  of  technical  experts  was  estab- 
lished by  the  Deputies  under  the  Chairmanship  of  Rinaldo  Ossola  of  the  Bank 
of  Italy.  This  group  produced,  in  June  1965,  a very  thorough  analytical  survey 
of  the  various  techniques  by  which  it  would  be  possible  to  create  reserves  de- 
liberately by  multilateral  decisions.  They  pointed  out  that  it  was  quite  possible 
to  create  reserves  in  various  ways  and  that  the  technical  problem  could  be 
handled  relatively  easily.  The  major  questions  that  needed  to  be  resolved  were 
policy  and  political  questions.  Was  there  a willingness  to  proceed  with  nego- 
tiations on  the  part  of  the  governments  and  central  banks  of  the  Group  of 
Ten? 

At  this  juncture.  Secretary  Fowler  was  given  authority  by  President  Johnson 
to  indicate  that  the  United  States  was  prepared  to  proceed  to  negotiate  at 
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the  political  level.  The  Secretary  visited  a number  of  countries  in  Europe  to 
explore  the  possihility  of  estahlishing  a contingency  plan  under  which  reserves 
could  he  created  as  and  when  needed.  He  found,  in  Europe  and  among  other 
members  of  the  Group  of  Ten,  a readiness  to  proceed  to  actual  negotiations. 
From  that  time,  2 years  elapsed  before  an  Outline  Plan  for  Special  Drawing 
Rights  in  the  IMF  was  approved  last  September  by  the  Annual  Meeting  of  the 
Governors  of  the  Fund  in  Rio  de  Janeiro. 

Throughout  these  negotiations.  Minister  Colombo,  Governor  Carli,  Mr.  Ossola, 
and  Mr.  Rota  have  consistently  maintained  their  faith  in  the  concept  of  a 
multilateral  reserve  asset.  With  the  help  of  their  determination,  thorough  grasp 
of  the  subject,  and  persistently  constructive  leadership,  we  have  achieved  the 
present  result. 

After  the  Outline  Plan  was  approved  at  Rio  de  Janeiro,  certain  remaining 
issues  among  the  Group  of  Ten  were  resolved  in  Stockholm  at  the  end  of  last 
March.  The  Executive  Board  of  the  Fund  has  now  hammered  out  the  full 
text  of  the  necessary  Amendment  to  the  Articles,  which  can  now  be  put  to 
governments.  ; 

In  the  United  States,  we  have  already  placed  the  proposal  before  our  Con- 
gress. It  is  our  hope  that  there  will  be  early  ratification  by  the  members  of 
the  Fund.  When  President  Johnson  submitted  the  necessary  legislation  to  the 
U.'S.  Congress  a week  ago,  he  said:  “I  urge  the  Congress  to  cast  a vote  for  a 
stronger  world  economy  by  approving  the  historic  Special  Drawing  Rights  legis- 
lation I submit  today.” 

What  is  the  Special  Drawing  Right  facility  expected  to  do  and  what  will 
it  not  do?  It  is  not,  in  any  sense,  a panacea  for  all  our  intei-national  monetary 
and  financial  problems,  but  it  does  deal  with  a highly  important  aspect  of  this 
complex  of  thorny  questions.  AVhat  the  Special  Drawing  Right  does  is  to  provide 
a permanent  supplementary  reserve  asset,  which  can  be  created  in  amounts 
that  will  be  consciously  determined  by  a collective  judgment  of  the  participants 
in  the  facility.  This  judgment  must  be  a very  broad  concensus,  because  no  Special 
Drawing  Rights  will  be  allocated  unless  their  creation  is  approved  by  85  percent 
of  the  weighted  votes  of  the  participants. 

With  this  facility,  the  world  will  no  longer  be  dependent  upon  gold  or  upon 
the  deficits  of  reserve  centers  for  the  provision  of  the  growth  in  world  reserves 
which  will  be  needed. 

Countries  need  additional  reserves  just  as  corporations  need  to  expand  their 
working  capital  as  the  total  size  of  their  business  grows.  World  trade  has  been 
rising,  as  measured  by  imports,  by  more  than  7 percent  a year  since  1950. 
Despite  a substantial  growth  in  reserves,  global  reserves  today  are  smaller  in 
relation  to  the  world’s  imports  than  they  were  in  1954.  This  is  true  even  if  we  ex- 
clude the  United  States,  whose  reserves  have  gone  down  by  a very  large  amount. 
In  1954,  the  reserves  of  the  Free  World,  excluding  the  United  States,  corre- 
sponded to  45  percent  of  annual  imports.  In  1967,  this  figure  was  down  to 
34  percent  of  annual  imports.  In  concrete  terms,  this  means  that  these  countries 
today  hold,  on  the  average,  reserves  equal  to  about  4 months  Imports. 

There  is  no  necessary  fixed  ratio  between  expanding  trade  and  rising  re- 
serves. Nevertheless,  rising  world  trade  requires  rising  world  reserves.  The 
trading  world  would  feel  the  pinch,  and  probably  feel  it  fairly  quickly,  if 
reserves  were  to  level  off  at  the  present  figure  of  about  $73  billion.  When 
there  is  no  overall  growth  in  reserves,  no  country  can  gain  reserves  without 
forcing  a reduction  in  reserves  of  someone  else.  Such  a situation  would  lead 
to  a constant  tightening  of  international  credit  by  countries  seeking  to  pro- 
tect their  existing  reserves  or  to  enlarge  them.  It  would  strenghthen  tendencies 
to  restrict  trade  and  investment  flows  in  order  to  preserve  existing  reserves. 
The  trend  of  global  reserves  is  an  important  determinant  of  world  trade,  just 
as  internally  the  trend  in  the  total  reserves  of  the  banking  system  is  an  im- 
portant factor  influencing  the  rate  of  growth. 

We  look  forward  to  careful  and  conservative  management  in  the  creation 
and  use  of  the  new  Special  Drawing  Rights.  World  reserves  have  increased, 
on  the  average,  between  2 and  3 percent  per  year  over  the  past  17  years.  With 
no  additions  to  the  monetary  gold  stock,  as  expected  under  the  new  gold 
policy,  and  a reduction  in  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  deficit,  new  reserve 
growth  would  be  almost  completely  dependent  on  SDR  creation.  That  would 
mean  that  a modest  and  conservative  approach  to  the  volume  of  SDR  crea- 
tion over  the  first  5-year  period  would  be  somewhere  between  $1.5  and  $2.2 
billion.  Obviously,  this  is  not  a forecast;  the  collective  judgment  of  all  IMF 
members  will  determine  the  exact  amount  of  new  reserve  creation. 
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What  is  important  to  note  is  that  reserve  creation  of  this  magnitude  will  not 
relieve  any  country  of  the  need  to  keep  its  payments  position  in  general  overall 
balance,  nor  is  it  intended  to  do  so. 

The  United  States  has  the  biggest  quota  in  the  Fund.  A $2  billion  creation  of 
SDR  would  mean  a U.S.  allocation  of  about  $500  million — only  equivalent  to 
one-sixth  of  the  reduction  we  are  seeking  this  year  in  our  balance  of  payments 
deficit.  For  the  EEC,  the  equivalent  allocation  would  be  about  $360  million — far 
less  than  the  $1.5  billion  surplus  registered  by  the  EEC  in  1967. 

Mo.st  of  the  advantage  of  SDR  creation  to  exporters  will  lie  in  the  broad  effect 
of  the  new  reserve  instrument — in  the  avoidance  of  contractionary  measures.  As 
reserves  are  building  up  in  the  countries  of  the  world,  we  can  hope  for  a more 
liberal  approach  to  interest  rate  policies  and  trade  measures  in  the  world  as  a 
whole.  This  should  benefit  the  exporter  through  maintaining  the  rate  of  growth 
in  world  trade  which  we  have  experienced  for  so  many  years.  Without  'a  source 
of  new  reserves,  this  great  forward  surge  of  international  trade  and  international 
investment  could  be  replaced  by  a much  more  limited  and  gradual  growth  pat- 
tern, or  even  by  stagnation. 

Looking  back  over  the  last  few  years,  I believe  we  can  take  great  satisfaction 
in  the  extent  to  which  international  cooperation  has  contributed  to  strengthening 
the  international  financial  system  which  has  supported  an  expansion  of  inter- 
national trade  and  investment  without  parallel  in  modern  history.  In  this  same 
atmosphere  of  cooperation,  monetary  authorities,  working  together  in  the  Inter- 
national Monetary  Fund  and  in  the  Group  of  Ten,  have  prepared  the  framework 
for  the  creation  and  allocation  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  to  ensm'e  the  adequacy 
of  global  reserves  in  the  future. 

The  problem  of  balance  of  payments  adjustment 

It  is  not  yet  clear  whether  we  have  made  equal  progress  in  what  I have  called 
the  other  basic  problem  of  international  cooperation — that  is,  in  improving  the 
working  of  the  balance  of  payments  adjustment  process.  Deficits  in  the  United 
States  balance  of  payments  have  extended  over  a long  period,  despite  general 
recognition  that  such  deficits  are  no  longer  desirable  and  despite  ever  broader 
programs  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to  correct  them.  Persistent  surpluses 
in  Oontinental  Western  Europe  have  continued  longer  than  necessary  or  desirable. 

Fortunately,  however,  this  problem  has  been  the  subject  of  long  and  detailed 
examination.  The  fruits  of  that  examination  may  prove  of  great  value  to  all  of 
us  in  the  near  future.  The  Group  of  Ten  requested  Working  Party  3 of  the  OECD 
to  examine  ways  in  which  international  cooperation  could  lead  to  more  rapid 
and  more  satisfactory  elimination  of  persistent  deficits  and  persistent  surpluses 
in  international  payments.  The  resulting  report,  “The  Balance  of  Payments 
Adjustment  Process,”  was  presented  in  July,  1966.  It  represents  a 'substantial 
advance  in  international  understanding  of  the  intricacies  of  the  problem. 

I wish  to  call  your  attention  to  only  one  of  the  simplest  conclusions  reached. 
That  is,  that  every  major  payments  imbalance  has  two  sides.  If  one  abstracts 
from  the  input  of  new  monetary  reserves  into  the  world’s  monetary  system,  the 
deficit  of  one  country,  or  group  of  countries,  will  have  its  counterpart  in  the 
surplus  Of  another  country,  or  group  of  countries.  Adjustments,  therefore,  must 
be  made  arid  i>ermitted  by  both  groups — deficit  countries  and  surplus  counti'iesj — 
to  eliminate  their  respective  imbalances,  if  a healthy  world  economy  is  to  be 
maintained. 

Let  me  illustrate  that  point  graphically  by  a brief  recital  of  U.S.  balance  of 
payments  history. 

In  the  17  years  from  1941  through  1957,  the  United  States  had  a cumulative 
surplus  on  trade  and  service  account  of  ^5  billion,  or  $5  billion  per  year,  on 
the  average.  I do  not  include  military  transactions  or  investment  income  in  this 
figure ; I do  include  exports  financed  by  Government — a positive  figure — and 
pensions  and  remittances — a negative  figure.  Capital  movements  in  that  period 
gave  us  a plus  of  $17  billion,  or  $1  billion  per  year,  on  the  average.  That  figure 
includes  income  fiows,  that  is,  repatriated  earnings  on  investments  and  loans 
and  fees  and  royalties — both  private  and  Government — net  capital  transactions 
of  foreigners,  and  errors  and  omissions.  On  Government  'and  military  account, 
which  includes  sales  of  military  goods  and  services  and  Government  loan  repay- 
ments— in  other  words,  it  is  net — we  had  a deficit  of  $112  billion,  or  $6.6  billion 
per  year,  on  the  average.  Between  1946  and  1957,  we  extended  economic  assistance 
in  grautjs  and  loans  of  $42  billion  net. 
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The  net  effect  of  these  results  was  a cumulative  deficit  in  our  payments  balance 
of  less  than  $10  billion,  or  an  annual  average  of  less  than  $600  million.  And  we 
gained  gold ; our  gold  reserve  at  the  close  of  1957  was  larger  than  at  the  beginning 
of  1941. 

What  that  means,  of  course,  is  that  we  financed  our  deficit  conrpletely — ^and 
more — by  increasing  our  dollar  liabilities  to  oflScial  and  private  holders.  In  a 
world  starved  for  reserves,  the  dollar  was  better  than  gold. 

Throughout  this  period,  the  United  States  was  in  fimdamental  surplus,  but, 
through  its  deliberate  policy  of  massive  untied  grant  and  loan  assistance  and 
its  absorption  of  most  of  the  costs  of  insuring  free  world  security,  we  incurred 
balance  of  payments  deficits.  With  high  reserves,  immense  productive  power,  a 
great  and  growing  capital  market  system,  and  a desire  to  help  rebuild  a war- 
shattered  world,  the  United  States  engaged  in  a unilateral  adjustment  process 
that  benefltted  the  world  and,  in  so  doing,  helped  both  the  world  and  itself.  In 
that  procesis,  we  permitted  disadvantage  to  our  trade,  encouraged  tourists  to 
go  abroad  and  make  substantial  purchases  there,  and  we  tried  to  increase  our 
foreign  investment 

This  was  a good  habit — it  encouraged  world  trade  and  world  economic  growth. 
But  it  had  two  unfortunate  results.  First,  it  was  carried  on  too  long  after  basic 
conditions  changed.  The  deficits  got  larger  and  had  to  be  financed  both  with 
increased  dollar  outflows  and  a reduction  of  $11  billion  in  our  gold  reserves  from 
1958  through  1967.  Second,  it  got  some  of  the  rest  of  the  world — particularly 
Western  Europe — into  the  bad  habit  of  enjoying  chronic  surpluses,  even  after  its 
international  reserves  had  been  rebuilt  The  net  result  was  that  'both  the  United 
States  and  the  world  got  worried  about  the  big  American  deficits,  but  it  took 
some  time  for  worry  to  be  expressed  about  the  big  European  surpluses.  And,  as 
noted,  it  is  impossible  to  eliminate  or  reduce  deficits  without  effecting  reduction 
in  surpluses. 

From  1958  through  1967,  we  had  a cumulative  deficit  of  $27  billion,  or  $2.7 
billion  annual  average — more  than  four  times  the  average  of  the  previous  17 
years.  We  reduced  our  Government  and  military  account  deficit  to  $5.5  billion 
per  year  on  the  average.  That  is  still  a big  figure;  after  mid-1965,  it  was,  of 
course,  affected  by  Vietnam. 

On  capital  account — again  I include  the  income  flows — we  stayed  about  the 
same.  Capital  outflows — direct  investment,  portfolio  and  bank  loans — rose 
sharply ; enough  so  that  the  steadily  rising  income  just  about — not  quite — kept 
it  in  the  same  position  as  in  the  previous  17  years  on  the  average.  But  this  oc- 
curred only  after  the  outflow  had  been  somewhat  contained  and  only  after  vari- 
ous special  transactions. 

The  trade  and  service  surplus  dropped  sharply — to  less  than  $2  billion  per  year 
on  the  average.  Exports  grew,  but,  particularly  in  later  years,  imiwrts  gi'ew 
faster.  And  we  had  a rapidly  increasing  deficit  on  tourist  account. 

Now  I come  back  to  the  adjustment  process  theme.  Efforts  are  now  underway 
to  give  concrete  significance  to  the  principle  that  deficits  cannot  ‘be  reduced 
unless  surpluses  are  reduced.  The  possibility  of  acceleration  of  Kennedy  Round 
tariff  cuts  on  the  part  of  surplus  countries  is  one  example.  The  usefulness  of 
such  moves  depends,  however,  on  their  significance  in  trade  terms  and  on  the 
assurance  that  they  will  be  applied. 

Another  is  the  attention  now  being  given  to  differences  in  national  tax  policies, 
as  these  are  reflected  in  tax  rebates  on  exports  and  compensating  taxes  on  im- 
ports— what  we  call  the  “border  tax”  issue.  In  the  first  place,  it  appears  to  the 
United  States  that  recent  and  prospective  changes  in  tax  policies  in  several 
European  countries  may  work  against  the  trade  adjustments  now  necessary  to 
restore  international  equilibrium,  and,  in  the  second  place,  we  think  the  under- 
lying GATT  rules  would  benefit  from  a new  scrutiny. 

I would  be  remiss,  however,  if  I did  not  take  a moment  to  acknowledge  the 
contribution  made  by  the  Italian  authorities  to  international  payments  adjust- 
ment efforts.  Despite  the  well-known  and  much  scrutinized  structural  problems 
of  Italy,  the  growth  rate  of  the  Italian  economy  in  the  past  2 years  has  exceeded 
the  average  target  set  in  the  1966-70  Development  Program — while  growth  rates 
in  many  of  Italy’s  neighbors  fell.  This  commendable  performance  was  accom- 
plished with  only  moderate  price  increases.  Furthermore,  wise  demand  manage- 
ment made  the  expansion  possible  even  though  the  external  stimulus,  especially 
in  1967,  was  not  at  the  same  level  as  in  some  previous  years.  Your  distinguished 
Minister  of  the  Ti’easuiY,  Mr.  Colombo,  has  said  that  this  performance  will  con- 
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tinue  in  1968,  despite  any  adverse  impact  from  the  recent  U.S.  and  U.K.  meas- 
ures, even  if  this  should  mean  a decline  in  Italy’s  oflScial  reserves.  This  statement 
represents,  I believe,  the  best  spirit  of  international  economic  cooperation. 

But  I wish  to  talk  now  about  the  U.S.  responsibility  to  bring  its  balance  of 
payments  into  equilibrium.  Of  the  requirements  for  better  adjustment  of  pay- 
ments imbalances  today,  in  my  mind — as  probably  in  yours — there  is  no  doubt 
that  the  first  priority  must  be  given  to  the  adoption  of  a program  of  domestic 
demand  restraint  in  the  United  States. 

Just  before  I left  Washington,  Secretary  Fowler  made  a very  strong  appeal 
for  public  and  business  support  for  the  tax  surcharge  which  the  President  and 
the  Administration  have  requested  the  Congress  to  impose.  He  said,  in  part : 

“*  * * in  the  last  6 months,  a sharp  increase  in  our  balance  of  payments  deficit 
has  been  accompanied  by  a serious  deterioration  in  our  trade  surplus,  resulting 
from  an  economy  that  is  growing  at  too  fast  a rate  of  speed,  growth  that  is  accom- 
panied by  an  unacceptable  rate  of  Infiation,  a wage-price  upward  spiral,  and 
work  stoppages,  real  or  threatened,  affecting  key  sectors  of  foreign  trade.” 

The  tax  increase  is  only  one  of  the  measures  we  are  seeking  to  bring  about  a 
general  cooling  down  of  the  U.S,  economy.  An  appreciable  cut  in  Government 
expenditures  is  expected  to  be  associated  with  the  tax  increase  legislation.  The 
discount  rate  of  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  was  raised  to  5%  percent  last  month, 
the  highest  discount  rate  since  1929.  The  President  has  directed  the  appropriate 
officials  of  our  Government  to  work  with  labor  and  industry  to  avoid  inflationary 
wage-price  decisions  and  crippling  work  stoppages,  real  or  threatened,  that  would 
induce  increased  imports  or  interfere  with  exports. 

I am  most  hopeful  we  will  shortly  put  in  place  an  appropriate  mix  of  fiscal 
and  monetary  measures  to  bring  the  growth  rate  in  the  U.S.  economy  back  to  a 
sustainable  level. 

The  question  is  sometimes  asked— particularly  in  Europe — whether  that  is 
not  all  that  is  required  to  bring  about  a correction  in  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments 
position.  The  answer  is  clearly  no ; it  is  not  enough.  The  United  States'  must  also 
continue  to  apply  a number  of  selective  measures  to  curtail  adverse  balance  of 
payments  pressures  in  various  areas. 

There  are  two  primary  reasons  for  this  answer.  First,  balance  of  payments 
problems  are  more  complex  today  than  they  were  in  the  earlier  years  of  this  cen- 
tury, Second,  we  have  learned  that  too  much  deflation  may  cure  a payments  deficit 
but  may  end  by  killing  the  patient  and  passing  on  the  disease  to  all  of  his  rela- 
tives'— his  trading  partners. 

It  is  now  generally  recognized  that  deflation  was  carried  too  far  by  some  major 
countries  in  the  1920’s  and  early  1930’s.  And  it  is  now  recognized  that  this  resulted 
not  only  in  reduced  growth  in  deficit  countries  but  in  the  world  as  a whole.  Sharp 
deflation  as  a policy  simply  is  not  acceptable  today  in  any  country — or  in  the 
world. 

In  an  earUer  day,  at  least  in  theory,  balance  of  payments  deficits  generally 
occurred  when  a country’s  economic  pace  was  too  fast  relative  to  its  resources 
and  relative  to  growth  in  other  major  industrial  and  financial  centers.  The  coun- 
try with  an  inflationary  boom  began  to  have  rising  prices ; its  exports  fell  and 
its  imports  rose.  'The  direct  effect  was  a reduced  trade  surplus.  The  cure  was  to 
deflate  the  economy,  or,  at  least,  dampen  the  inflation.  And  this  was  usually  ac- 
companied by  general  tightening  of  credit  and  rising  interest  rates  that  accentu- 
ated the  deflation  in  the  economy  over  time.  Moreover,  in  the  short  run,  these 
rising  interest  rates  tended  to  stimulate  borrowing  abroad  and  to  attract  for- 
eign capital  in  an  equilibrating  manner. 

I have  noted  that  a policy  involving  sharp  deflation  is  no  longer  acceptable.  But 
this  is  due  not  merely  to  dislike  of  deflation  but  also  because  it,  alone,  does  not 
meet  the  problem.  Our  persistent  deficit  has  important  elements  that  make  it  far 
different  from  the  early  20th  century,  both  in  genesis  and  in  proper  treatment. 

The  foreign  exchange  costs  of  our  worldwude  defense  alliances  simply  are  not 
susceptible  to  being  reduced  by  general  fiscal  and  monetary  policy.  Gross  out- 
lays on  this  account  amount  to  about  $4.3  billion  a year,  and  the  impact  on  our 
balance  of  payments,  even  after  netting  receipts  from  sales  of  'military  goods  to 
foreign  countries,  is  about  $3.3  billion. 

In  this  connection,  let  me  make  an  important  point.  I referred  earlier  to  inter- 
national monetary  cooperation.  The  establishment  and  evolution  of  the  IMF,  the 
ever  closer  cooperation  of  the  big  central  banks,  the  Group  of  Ten,  and  the  recent 
agreements  at  Washington  and  Stockholm  all  testify  to  growing  and  working 
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cooperative  aiTangements — financial  arrangements  in  a political  setting  in  the 
sense  that  governments  are  involved.  Monetary  cooperation  has  become  steadily 
more  international  in  outlook.  It  has  not  transcended  national  Interests ; it  has 
recognized  that  national  interest — 'at  least  in  finance — ^may  he  ibest  served  by 
international  cooperation.  In  other  words,  it  has  recognized  the  realities  of 
interdependence. 

Tlie  NATO  alliance  needs  a more  solid  underpinning  of  finance  than  it  now  has. 

The  principle  that  foreign  exchange  costs  incun-ed  in  common  defense — the 
foreign  exchange  costs  of  NATO  security — should  be  neutralized  is  generally 
accepted,  but  it  needs  to  be  implemented  In  practice.  Surely  this  is  not  beyond  our 
imagination  and  ability.  A¥e  need  to  work  out  better,  practical,  financial  arrange- 
ments, so  that  the  problem  of  meeting  foreign  exchange  costs  incurred  for  com- 
mon security  I’easons  does  not  undercut  the  basic  security  requirement. 

Our  gross  expenditures  on  tourism  (including  fares  to  foreign  carriers)  were 
about  $4  billion  in  1967,  and  the  worldwide  net  outflow  on  this  account  was 
around  ,$2  billion,  with  $lVi  billion  of  this  accruing  to  countries  outside  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere.  Our  tourist  outlay  has  been  rising  at  an  average  rate  of  about  3.2 
percent  a year  in  the  past  10  years,  a rate  far  in  excess  of  the  growth  in  the 
gross  n.ational  produot.  This  steeply  rising  trend  is  related  to  the  growing  num- 
ber of  people  with  higher  incomes,  and  to  various  other  factors,  much  more  than 
to  fluctuations  in  the  cuiTent  rate  of  expansion  in  our  economy. 

Our  capital  outflow  has  become  very  large  and  quite  complex.  In  the  early 
20th  century,  we  thought  of  capital  investment  as  flowing  from  tlie  more  ad- 
vanced countries  to  the  developing  countries.  Today,  our  private  capital  outflow 
includes  a substantial  element  of  investment  in  countries  already  industrialized — 
in  Europe,  Japan,  and  elsewhere. 

I have  tried  to  demonstrate  that  the  more  complex  characteristics  of  deficits  in 
general,  and  of  the  United  States  in  particular,  require  both  domestic  economic 
restraint  and  a selective  attack  upon  particular  items  of  deficit. 

Conclusion 

The  outlook  before  us  is  certainly  not  one  bereft  of  problems.  The  effective 
functioning  of  the  monetary  system  will  continue  to  require  cooperation  in  all 
three  areas — short-term  market  developments,  assuring  an  adequate  secular 
growth  in  reserves,  and  achieving  a better  balance  in  international  payments. 
Nevertheless,  we  have  emerged  ftom  a severe  and  trying  6 months  with  the 
monetary  system  battered  but  basically  intact  and  with  substantial  progress  in 
two  directions.  We  have  broken  the  connection  between  the  private  gold  market, 
with  its  high  degree  of  susceptibility  to  exaggerated  speculation,  and  official 
monetary  transactions  in  gold  at  the  official  price.  We  have  established  a two- 
tiered  system  for  gold  which  may  well  endure  for  a number  of  years. 

Secondly,  we  are  on  the  verge  of  formal  ratification  of  the  Special  Drawing 
Rights  system,  which  will  declare  our  independence  from  gold  in  meeting  the 
long-run  needs  for  rising  levels  of  international  monetary  reserves.  Thus,  while 
we  have  not  emerged  unscathed  from  a difficult  time,  we  can  survey  the  future 
with  confidence  that  international  cooperation  among  monetary  authorities  has 
passed  through  a very  difficult  6 months  in  an  extremely  creditable  fashion. 

It  is  my  hope  that  the  next  few  months  will  see  progress  made  in  the  third 
field  of  reducing  the  U.S.  deficit  and  the  European  surplus.  I can  say  that  the 
balance  of  payments  position  of  the  United  States  in  the  first  quarter  of  1968 
seems  likely  to  show  a considerable  improvement  over  the  fourth  quarter  of  1967, 
which  was  extremely  bad.  When  the  firm  figures  become  available,  they  will,  I 
believe,  make  a fairly  creditable  showing.  Preliminary  indications  are  that  we 
have  cut  the  fourth , quarter  deficit  by  two-thirds  and  are  roughly  in  line  with 
results  of  the  first  quarter  of  1967.  This  has  occurred  in  spite  of  the  serious  fur- 
ther deterioration  during  the  first  quarter  in  our  trade  accounts  and  the  great 
monetary  crisis  of  March.  In  fact,  had  we  been  able  to  hold  even  the  modest  trade 
suiTlus  of  a year  ago,  our  first  quarter  re.sults  would  be  close  to  equilibrium.  I 
can  assure  you  that  the  Administration  is  bending  every  effort  to  bring  our 
inflationary  pressures  under  control,  so  as  to  arrest  the  deterioration  that  we 
have  suffered  in  our  trade  accounts. 

If  we  can  achieve  progre.ss  in  reducing  international  imbalance  during  the 
remainder  of  the  year,  the  .year  1968  will,  indeed,  despite  its  inauspicious  begin- 
ning, prove  to  be  a crucial  turning  point  in  all  three  areas  that  I have  discussed 
here  tonight. 
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Exhibit  54. — Remarks  by  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  Deming,  June  17, 

1968,  at  the  Sixth  International  Program  of  the  Institute  de  Estudios 

Superiores  de  la  Empresa  Universidad  de  Navarra,  Barcelona,  Spain 

This  lecture  is  divided  into  three  parts — not  mutually  exclusive — in  which  I 
consider : 

1.  Cyclical  or  short-term  balance  of  payments  adjustment,  with  particular 
reference  to  the  United  States. 

2.  Secular  or  longer-tei-m  problems  of  the  U.S.  international  payments  position, 
with  particular  reference  to  the  scope  for  capital  investment. 

3.  The  relationship  between  adequate  growth  in  international  reserves  and 
international  investment. 

I 

First,  let  us  look  at  the  short-run  balance  of  payments  adjustment  problem. 
This  is  the  area  on  which  most  current  attention  centers.  Here,  I believe,  two 
important  points  should  be  made. 

Point  1 is  a very  simple  one.  Every  major  payments  imbalance  has  two  sides. 
If  one  abstracts  from  the  input  of  new  monetary  reserves  into  the  world’s  mon- 
etary system,  the  deficit  of  one  country  or  group  of  countries  will  have  its  coun- 
terpart in  the  surplus  of  another  country  or  group  of  countries.  Adjustments, 
therefore,  must  be  made  and  permitted  by  both  groups — deficit  countries  and 
surplus  countries — to  eliminate  their  respective  imbalances,  if  a healthy  world 
economy  is  to  be  maintained. 

Point  2 is  that  the  adjustment  process  in  today’s  world  is  a more  complex 
process  than  it  was  in  the  earlier  years  of  this  centui-y,  and,  in  many  cases, 
adjustment  cannot  be  achieved  satirfactorily  solely  by  the  application  of  broad 
and  general  economic  policies.  There  are  two  primary  reasons  for  this. 

One  is  that  the  sharp  deflationary  policies  are  no  longer  acceptable — either 
on  political  or  economic  grounds.  Even  assuming  that  sharp  deflation  may  con- 
ceivably cure  a payments  deficit,  it  may  so  depress  the  deficit  country’s  economy 
that  it  is  unacceptable  as  a domestic  policy  and  has  adverse  economic  effects  on 
the  country’s  trading  partners  and,  consequently,  is  unacceptable  to  them  also. 
It  is  now  generally  recognized  that  deflation  was  carried  too  far  by  some  major 
countries  in  the  1920’s  and  early  1930’s.  And  it  is  now  recognized  that  this  re- 
sulted not  only  in  reduced  growth  in  deficit  countries  but  in  the  world  as  a 
whole.  Such  a policy  is  not  acceptable  today  in  any  country  or  in  the  world. 

The  second  reason  Is  that — at  least  in  many  cases — ^^broad  and  general  defla- 
tionary policies  can  not  completely  cure  a deficit,  because  important  elements  in 
the  imbalance  are  not  much  affected  by  such  policies.  I want  to  make  quite  clear 
that  proper  fiscal  and  monetary  policies  are  still  the  most  important  elements  in 
achieving  both  domestic  and  international  payments  stability.  My  point  is  that, 
in  the  modern  world,  they  often  need  supplementary  help  to  achieve  balance  of 
payments  equilibrium.  In  other  words,  these  policies  are  vital  but  not  necessarily 
suflScient  to  do  the  job. 

Let  me  illustrate  by  considering  the  United  States.  In  the  United  States,  gen- 
eral fiscal  and  monetary  restraints  appear  to  have  much  greater  impact  on  the 
balance  of  payments  when  their  effect  is  to  dampen  a cyclical  boom  than  when 
they  are  applied  to  stimulate  an  economy  which  has  much  unused  capacity. 
Imports  appear  to  be  much  more  sensitive  to  a rise  in  GNP  at  a rate  exceeding 
6 percent  in  monetary  terms  and  much  less  sensitive  when  GNP  is  growing  more 
slowly.  Exports  show  less  sensitivity  to  the  domestic  growth  rate,  appearing  to 
be  mainly  influenced  in  the  short-run  by  the  level  of  activity  in  foreign  markets. 

In  the  United  States,  general  policies  of  fiscal  and  monetary  restraint  are 
badly  needed  on  both  domestic  and  external  grounds.  Since  late  last  year,  mone- 
tary policy  has  moved,  by  successive  stages,  to  a much  more  restraining  posture. 
The  accompanying  fiscal  restraint  has,  unfortunately,  been  conspicuous  by  its 
absence.  But  there  is  now  reasonable  certainty  that  the  long  sought  congressional 
approval  of  a tax  increase  and  expenditure  cuts  will  soon  be  forthcoming.  Tlie 
favorable  impact  of  the  scheduled  fiscal  measures  on  the  domestic  economy  and 
our  balance  of  payments  should  be  clearly  registered  during  the  second  half  of 
this  year — and  in  1969. 

Prom  a domestic  standpoint,  the  fiscal  restraint  will  be  welcome,  indeed.  In  the 
first  quarter  of  this  year,  GNP  grew  at  an  unsustainably  rapid  annual  rate  of 
10  percent.  Too  much  of  this  fast  advance  is  being  reflected  in  rising  costs  and 
prices.  Fiscal  restraint  will  hold  the  advance  of  the  economy  to  a much  safer,  less 
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inflationary,  pace.  Without  fiscal  restraint,  the  Federal  budget  deficit  on  the  new, 
unified  basis  would  exceed  $20  billion  next  fiscal  year — ^for  the  second  time  in  a 
row.  With  fiscal  restraint,  the  deficit  will  shrink  rapidly. 

The  U.S.  economy  and  the  financial  markets  have  been  under  considerable 
strain.  For  example;  unemployment  rates,  while  still  too  high  for  some  disad- 
vantaged groups,  are  very  low  by  historical  standards  in  some  key  categories.  In 
the  financial  markets,  some  interest  rates  have  reached  levels  not  experienced  in 
the  United  States  for  many  decades.  In  such  a situation,  the  persistence  of  large 
Federal  budget  deficits  is  clearly  inappropriate,  and  the  long  sought  application 
of  fiscal  restraint  will  place  the  economy’s  advance  on  a much  sounder  basis. 

We  are  in  the  process  of  learning  how  to  use  fiscal  policy  more  effectively. 
It  is  already  evident  that  the  use  of  fiscal  policy  must  allow  for  political  toler- 
ances that  can  seriously  affect  both  the  scope  and  timing  of  fiscal  action.  It  is  a 
powerful  tool  of  cyclical  policy  but  not,  perhaps,  as  flexible  as  may  have  been 
assumed  by  some.  This  seems  to  be  particularly  true  when  it  is  to  be  applied  as  a 
restraining  factor  rather  than  a stimulus. 

Over  the  longer  run,  the  effects  of  general  economic  policies  certainly  will  be 
felt  in  the  trend  of  costs  and  prices.  The  competitive  position  may  be  impaired  in 
a lasting  way  if  costs  and  prices  rise  faster  than  in  competing  areas.  Controlling 
inflation  for  some  countries  seems  to  be  as  diflScult  as  dieting.  Progress  is  painful 
and  slow,  a brief  lapse  can  quickly  lose  the  progress  made  by  long  periods  of 
discipline.  For  other  countries,  the  reverse  seems  to  be  true.  They  put  on  weight 
only  by  gross  indulgence  and  quickly  drop  it  by  a return  to  a normal  diet. 

Something  like  this  distinction  seems  to  prevail  in  the  baiance  of  payments 
field.  We  have  had  some  persistent  deficit  countries  that  have  had  recurrent  infla- 
tionary problems,  and  we  have  had  persistent  surplus  countries. 

Important  as  fiscal  and  monetary  policies  are  to  promote  sustainable  economic 
growth  with  price  stability  and  to  help  achieve  balance  of  payments  equilibrium, 
there  are  some  important  aspects  of  the  U.S.  deficit  that  are  not  influenced  much 
by  such  policies.  Thus,  we  have  turned  to  some  selective  measures.  Similarly, 
surplus  countries  have  found  it  necessary  to  employ  new  and  selective  measures 
to  heip  their  adjustment. 

Let  me  cite  three  important  areas  where  general  policies  have  little  or  no 
effect  on  payments  Imbalances — military  expenditures,  tourism,  and  some  capital 
flows. 

The  gross  foreign  exchange  costs  of  U.S.  military  expenditures  now  run  about 
$4.5  billion  a year.  Even  abstracting  from  Vietnam,  these  gross  foreign  exchange 
costs — incurred  largely  as  the  U.S.  contribution  to  the  common  defense  of  the 
free  world — run  approximately  $3  billion  per  year.  On  a net  basis — after  allow- 
ance for  sales  of  military  equipment  to  our  allies  and  other  neutralizing  measures 
and  not  counting  Vietnam — they  have  run  between  $1.5  billion  and  $2  billion  per 
year. 

This  heavy  drain  on  our  balance  of  payments  is  in  no  sense  susceptible  to 
reduction  through  the  application  of  general  fiscal  and  monetary  policies.  Nor  is 
it  influenced  by  selective  economic  policies.  Here  the  solution  must  be  found  in 
international  cooperation.  Thus,  in  the  NATO  Alliance,  for  example,  the  prin- 
ciple that  foreign  exchange  costs  of  common  security  should  be  effectively 
neutralized  needs  to  be  implemented  in  more  effective  ways. 

Our  gross  expenditures  on  tourism  (including  fares  to  foreign  carriers)  were 
about  $4  billion  in  1967,  and  our  net  outpayments,  after  allowing  for  tourist 
receipts,  were  around  $2  billion.  The  foreign  expenditures  of  our  tourists  have 
been  rising  at  an  average  rate  of  nearly  10  percent  a year  for  the  past  10  years. 
This  steeply  rising  trend  is  related  to  the  growing  number  of  people  with  higher 
monetary  incomes  and  to  various  other  causes  and  would  not  be  appreciably 
reduced  by  a slowdown  in  the  general  rate  of  economic  expansion  in  the  economy. 
Here  we  have  used  some  mild  special  measures,  but  look  over  the  long  pull 
toward  increasing  our  tourist  receipts  rather  than  reducing  our  tourist 
expenditures. 

A third  important  factor  is  the  flow  of  capital  investment  from  the  United 
States  to  industrialized  counMes  in  Europe,  Japan,  and  elsewhere.  Earlier  in 
this  century,  economists  thought  of  capital  investment  as  flowing  from  advanced 
countries  to  developing  countries,  iargely  in  the  form  of  goods,  rather  than  money. 
But,  today,  we  have  a tendency  for  capital  to  flow  in  growing  volume  to  Western 
Europe,  without  a corresponding  outflow  of  goods  and  services  from  the  United 
States. 
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We  have  tried  to  deal  with  this  area  through  some  selective  devices — ^the 
interest  equalization  tax  and  the  Department  of  Commerce  program  on  direct 
investment,  and  the  Federal  Reserve  programs  dealing  with  hanks  and  nonhank 
financial  Institutions. 

On  the  whole,  these  programs  have  worked  well — they  have  not  stopped  capital 
outfiow ; that  was  not  their  purpose.  They  have,  however,  reduced  the  rate  of 
increase  and,  thereby,  reduced  the  problem  for  the  time  being.  They  also  have 
had  the  positive  effect  of  stimulating  the  growth  of  European  capital  markets, 
which  now  provide  more  funds  for  foreign  borrowers  than  they  did  in  the  past. 

It  is  hard  to  say  whether  or  not  the  selective  U.S.  programs  have  had  the 
tendency  to  raise  interest  rates  abroad.  This  is  partly  because  European  coun- 
tries, in  the  past  2 years  or  so,  have  been  running  economies  with  some  .slack, 
and  their  domestic  monetary  policies  have  tended  to  ease — which  is  responsible 
conduct  for  surplus  countries.  It  is  partly  because  selective  policies  followed 
by  European  central  banks  have  diverted  funds  from  capital  inflow  back  toward 
international  money  markets.  These  steps  have  eased  liquidity  and  tended  to 
lower  interest  rates  in  international  markets  without  further  easing  in  domestic 
markets.  They  probably  have  led  to  some  domestic  borrowers  going  abroad  for 
funds  and  perhaps  have  diverted  some  short-term  funds  into  long-term  capital 
market  channels. 

II 

I turn  now  to  the  second  area  I wish  to  discuss — ^the  longer  term  aspect  of 
the  U.S.  international  payments  position.  Here  I want  to  take  two  perspectives — 
a very  broad  and  long-term  one  for  the  period  1941  through  1967,  and  a more 
detailed  and  medium-term  one  for  the  last  6 years,  1961-67. 

In  the  broad  and  long-term  overview  I combine  all  of  the  balance  of  payments 
flows  into  three  broad  accounts.  First,  is  the  trade  and  service  account.  Here 
I exclude  military  transactions  and  investment  income,  but  I include  exports 
financed  by  Government  and  pensions  and  remittances.  Second,  Is  the  capital 
account  which  includes  capital  outflows,  net  capital  transactions  of  foreigners 
and  errors  and  omissions  and  also  includes  income  flows — normally  included 
in  the  service  account — ^repatriated  earnings  on  investments  and  loans,  both 
private  and  Government,  and  fees  and  royalties.  Third,  is  the  Government  and 
military  account  which  Includes  sales  of  military  goods  and  services  and  Govern- 
ment loan  repayments — ^in  other  words,  it  is  net. 

For  the  17  years  from  1941  through  1957,  the  United  States  had  a cumulative 
surplus  on  trade  and  service  account  of  $85  billion,  or  $5  billion  per  year.  Capital 
and  income  Investments  in  that  period  gave  us  a plus  of  $17  biUion,  or  $1  billion 
per  year,  on  the  average.  On  Government  and  military  account  we  had  a cumula- 
tive deficit  of  $112  billion,  or  $6.6  billion  per  year,  on  the  average.  Between  1946 
and  1957,  we  extended  economic  assistance  in  grants  and  loans  of  $42  billion 
net. 

The  net  effect  of  these  results  was  a cumulative  deficit  in  our  payments  balance 
of  less  than  $10  billion,  or  an  annual  average  of  less  than  $600  million.  And 
we  gained  gold  reserves — at  the  close  of  1957  our  gold  reserve  was  larger  than 
at  the  beginning  of  1941.  We  financed  our  small  deficit  completely — and  more — by 
increasing  our  dollar  liabilities  to  foreign  ofiictal  and  private  holders. 

Throughout  this  period,  the  United  States  was  in  fundamental  surplus,  but, 
through  its  deliberate  policy  of  massive  untied  grant  and  loan  assistance  and 
its  absorption  of  most  of  the  costs  of  insuring  free  world  security,  we  incurred 
minor  balance  of  payments  deficits. 

This  was  enlightened  policy — ^it  encouraged  world  trade  and  economic  growth. 
But  it  had  two  unfortunate  results.  It  was  carried  on  too  long  after  basic 
conditions  had  changed.  The  deficits  got  larger  and  had  to  be  financed  both  with 
increased  dollar  outflows  and  a reduction  of  $11  billion  in  our  gold  reserves 
from  1958  through  1967.  Also,  it  got  some  of  the  rest  of  the  world — particularly 
Western  Europe — into  the  bad  habit  of  enjoying  chronic  surpluses,  even  after 
Europe’s  reserves  had  been  rebuilt.  The  net  result  was  that  both  the  United 
States  and  the  world  got  worried  about  the  American  deficits,  but  it  took  some 
time  for  worry  to  be  expressed  about  the  big  European  surpluses. 

From  1958  through  1967,  the  United  States  had  a cumulative  deficit  of  $27 
billion,  or  $2.7  billion  annual  average — more  than  four  time.s  the  average  of  the 
previous  17  years.  The  Government  and  military  account  deficit  was  reduced  to 
$5.5  billion  per  year,  on  the  average.  That  is  still  a big  figure ; after  mid-1965, 
it  was,  of  course,  affected  by  Vietnam. 
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On  capital  account  we  stayed  about  tbe  same — $1  billion  sui"plus  per  year  on 
tlie  average.  Capital  outflows — direot  investment,  portfolio  and  bank  loans — rose 
sharply  ; enough  so  that  the  steadily  rising  income  factor  just  about — not  quite — 
kept  it  in  about  tlie  same  position  as  in  the  previous  17  years.  But  this  occurred 
only  after  the  outflow  had  been  somewhat  contained  and  only  after  various 
special  transactions. 

The  big  difference  is  found  in  the  trade  and  service  account.  The  surplus 
dropped  sharply — to  less  than  $2  billion  per  year,  on  the  average.  Exports  grew, 
but,  particularly  in  later  years — imports  grew  faster.  And  we  had  a rapidly 
increasing  deficit  on  tourist  account. 

Now,  let  us  talie  another  fix — medium-term  on  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments. 
Table  I below  gives  somewhat  more  detail  for  the  years  1961  and  1967  and 
shows  the  net  change  between  them.  The  data  are  arranged  in  somewhat  more 
conventional  fashion,  with  the  top  half  of  the  table  showing  essentially  the 
current  account  and  the  bottom  half  the  capital  flows. 

I want  to  concentrate  first  on  lines  2 through  5 — net  investment  income,  net 
services  (other  than  jnilitary),  net  military  account  and  Government  grants 
and  credits. 

Government  grants  and  credits,  net  (line  5)  grew  from  $2.8  billion  to  $4.3 
billion  over  the  6 years.  But  almo^  half  of  the  increase  was  mainly  statistical — 
there  were  big  debt  prepayments  in  1961  and  virtually  none  in  1967.  Adjusting 
for  this,  the  adverse  change  was  about  ,$762  million  or  22  percent.  Items  in  this 
account  include,  among  others,  AID  disbursements  and  drawdowns  of  Export- 
Import  Bank  credits.  Some  $400  million  of  the  increase  is  represented  by  Export- 
Import  Bank  loans  outstanding.  A very  large  part  of  the  AID  disbursements 
were  transferred  In  kind,  in  the  form  of  goods  and  services,  thus  equaling  and 
offsetting  a corresponding  amount  of  exports. 

The  services  account  (line  3)  which  excludes  investment  income  and  fees  and 
royalties,  but  includes  pensions  and  remittances,  shows  a net  outpayment  of 
$1.5  billion  in  1961  and  $2.6  billion  in  1967,  an  adverse  change  of  $1.1  billion  or 
73  percent.  This  account  is  heavily  influenced  by  tourist  expenditures,  which, 
as  noted  earlier,  cost  us,  net,  in  1967  about  $2  billion. 

The  third  account,  net  investment  income  (line  2)  includes  fees  and  royalties, 
but  also  net  outpayments  of  interest  and  other  income  to  foreigners  on  their 
private  and  public  investments  in  the  United  States.  Here  the  figures  are  positive 
and  the  trend  advantageous  to  the  United  States.  In  1961,  the  net  receipts  were 
$3.4  billion,  and  in  1967,  they  were  $5.6  billion,  a gain  of  66  percent. 

The  military  account,  net  (line  4),  shows  a deterioration  of  $700  million  over 
the  6 years — from  an  outflow  of  $2.6  billion  in  1961  to  one  of  $3.3  billion 
in  1967. 

The  bottom  half  of  the  table  shows  capital  flows.  Line  7 shows  the  capital  flows 
net  of  “official  capital  Inflow,”  and  line  8 includes  such  capital  inflow.  The 
difference  represents  mainly  investment  of  official  reserves  in  nonliquid  form 
in  the  United  States.  Part  of  this  figure  reflects  military  neutralization  financial 
transactions,  part  represents  the  pull  of  high  interest  rates  on  such  investments. 
Even  excluding  these  investments,  it  is  evident  that  there  was  some  reduotion  in 
capital  outflow  from  1961  to  1967,  reflecting  primarily  selective  capital  meas- 
ures— the  interest  equalization  tax  and  the  direot  investment  and  financial 
institutions  control  programs  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  the  Federal 
Reserve. 

Finally,  the  first  line  in  the  table  shows  the  trade  account  and  its  deterioration 
between  1961  and  1967.  Now,  let  us  pull  some  conclusions  out  of  these  figures. 

(1)  The  rise  in  investment  income  more  than  offset  the  declines  in  nonmilitary 
services  and  Government  grants  and  capital,  if  allowance  is  made  for  the  special 
debt  prepayments  of  1961.  These  three  accounts  combined  showed  a net  gain  of 
$400  million  from  1961  to  1967.  Certainly  it  is  not  unduly  optimistic  to  expect 
further  improvements  over  the  future. 

(2)  It  also  is  not  unduly  optimistic  to  conclude  that  the  net  military  account 
should  improve  over  the  next  few  years.  Gross  expenditures  should  be  reduced 
when  peace  comes  to  Vietnam.  And  net  outflow  should  be  reduced  as  we  and 
our  allies  move  forward  to  implement  the  accepted  principle  that  foreign  ex- 
cbauge  costs  of  common  defense  efforts  should  be  neutralized. 

(3)  Real  effort  must  be  made  to  improve  the  trade  account.  Gains  here  can 
be  translated  into  rising  capital  exports — deterioration  in  the  trade  account 
almost  automatically  leads  to  caprital  curbs. 
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(4)  Capitiil  inflow  from  abroad  can  be  an  important  factor  in  contributing 
to  balance  of  pa,ymeuts  equilibrium  for  tbe  Uniited  States  and  in  permitting 
additional  capital  exports  from  tbe  United  States.  The  role  of  tbe  United  States 
as  a linanciai  interinediary  needs  further  exploration. 

Tbe  detailed  examination  of  the  recent  6-year  period  tend.s  to  confirm  tbe 
broad  conclusion  to  be  drawn  from  the  long-term  picture.  The  U.S.  payments 
position  is  strong  when  its  trade  position  is  strong.  Without  a trade  po.sition 
stronger  than  that  of  1967,  the  United  States  would  have  no  margin  of  real 
resources  to  use  in  net  capital  exports. 


Ill 

I come  now  to  the  last  part  of  my  remarksi — the  relationship  between  the 
growth  of  international  reserves  and  the  flow  of  international  inve.stment  over 
the  longer  run. 

In  a sense,  one  may  think  of  counti'ies  as  investing  part  of  their  national 
savings  in  reserves,  when  they  acquire  growing  amounts  of  gold  and  foreign 
exchange.  Resources  in  goods  or  securities  are  being  s-pent  to  acquire  reserves 
rather  than  investments  abroad  or  a larger  volume  of  imports. 

Almost  continuously  since  1950  the  indu.strial  countries  of  Continental  AVesteni 
Europe  have  Invested  substantial  amounts  in  additions  to  their  reseiwes.  Between 
1950  and  1967  the  European  Community  countries  added  an  average  of  $1.3 
billion  to  their  reserves  annually.  This  is  equivalent  to  92  percent  of  the  growth 
in  world  reserves  in  that  period.  Between  1961  and  1967,  additions  to  reseiwes 
by  this  group  of  countries  averaged  $1.4  billion,  or  about  1 percent  of  the  average 
increase  in  their  combined  Gross  National  Product. 

But  even  with  the  investment  of  considerable  amounts  in  reserves,  reserve 
growth  in  the  European  industrial  countries  in  the  la.st  10  years  has  fallen  sJiort 
of  expansion  in  their  international  trade.  And  since  1962,  in  those  countries, 
reserves  have  declined  in  relation  to  GNP. 

These  facts  give  rise  to  several  interesting  questions.  AVhat  has  determined 
the  proportion  of  the  current  account  surpluses  going  into  reserves  as  against 
capital  investment  in  other  countries?  Will  there  be  continuing  need  for  reserve 
additions  in  Europe  at  about  the  previous  rate,  or  at  some  lower  rate?  Are  the 
Common  Market  countries  now  finding  alternative  uses  for  their  foreign  exchange 
receipts  in  capital  outflow  and  will  they  in  the  future  channel  smaller  amounts 
into  additions  to  reserves?  If  so,  what  does  this  signify  as  to  the  future  pattern 
of  international  Investment? 

A look  at  what  has  been  happening  in  the  EC  countries  is  instructive.  I have 
attached  a table  to  these  remarks  showing  current  sui-pluses,  net  capital  flow, 
and  overall  balances  of  payments  in  recent  years,  1961-67.  The  table  also  shows 
the  percentage  Increase  in  official  reserves  in  each  of  the  years  1961-67. 

Apart  from  1962,  when  a high  level  of  debt  prepayments  combined  with  a 
declining  current  account  surplus  to  hold  down  the  increase,  the  annual  rise  in 
official  rbserves  of  these  countries  ranged  but  narrowly  between  $1.3  billion  and 
$1.9  billion.  These  fairly  regular  increases  in  reserves  were  achieved  in  a period 
when  the  current  account  position  varied  by  some  $4%  billion,  and  the  capital 
account  balances  by  about  the  same  amount. 

The  table  seems  to  indicate  a relative  preference  for  reserve  increases  as 
against  capital  exports — investmenfis — even  in  the  face  of  some  capital  inflows 
that  were  represented  as  unwelcome.  Note  that  the  period  1961-65  was  charac- 
terized by  persistent  net  capital  inflows — moderate  in  1961-63  and  substantial 
in  1961^65. 

In  1966-67  there  was  a marked  shift — the  Six  invested  substantially  more 
abroad  than  they  received  in  capital  inflow.  The  turnabout  in  the  period  was 
due  to  the  convergence  of  a number  of  factors.  Undoubtedly  the  most  important 
was  the  series  of  measures  taken  to  slow  down  capital  outflows  from  the  United 
States.  The  period  since  mid-1963  and  particularly  since  the  February  1965  pro- 
gram of  the  United  States  has  been  one  of  increasingly  stronger  actions  of  this 
type.  A related  development  has  been  the  rapid  growth  of  the  Euro-bond  market 
from  about  $0.5  billion  as  recently  as  1963  to  $2  billion  plus  last  year.  AA^hile  the 
identity  of  purchasers  of  securities  in  that  market  remains  veiled,  indications  are 
that  residents  of  the  Common  Market  became  substantial  investors  in  these 
securities  during  the  period.  Another  factor,  of  course,  has  been  the  change  in 
relationships  between  U.S.  and  European  interest  rates.  Finally,  the  change  in 
the  pattern  of  payments  surpluses  within  the  Six  may  have  contributed  to  their 
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emergeuce  as  a net  capital  ex-ix)rter.  The  principal  development  in  this  respect 
lias  been  the  erosion  of  the  surpluses  in  Germany  and  Italy,  both  of  which  have 
demonstrated  a praiseworthy  propensity  to  export  capital  even  in  the  face  of 
some  handicaps. 

The  development  in  recent  years  of  large  European  sources  of  capital  for 
international  investment  is  gratifying.  It  is  one  of  the  most  promising  signs 
that  progress  is  being  made  in  achieving  a better  adjustment  in  one  aspect  of 
the  problem  of  international  adjustment — ^namely,  the  relationship  between 
current  and  capital,  accounts. 

Ajs  already  noted,  1967  was  a year  of  abnormally  large  current  account  surplus 
for  the  Continental  European  countries.  What  will  happen  when  the  current 
account  returns  to  a lower  level,  as  it  must  do  if  the  United  Kingdom  and  the 
United  States  are  to  improve  their  own  current  account  totals?  Will  Europe  con- 
tinue to  export  capital  and  permit  reserve  growth  to  shrink,  or  vice  versa?  The 
answer  to  this  question  will  determine  how  international  investment  is  to  be 
financed  in  the  future,  and  may  indeed  affect  the  actual  physical  volume  of 
investment. 

However,  if  Europe  continues  as  a capital  exporter,  as  we  hope,  even  in  the 
face  of  a declining  current  account  surplus,  we  should  come  a long  way  toward 
a much  better  adjusted  pattern  of  International  payments.  Moreover,  this  would 
have  been  achieved  with  a minimum  amount  of  frictional  strain  on  the  individual 
economies  or  slowdown  of  world  Investment. 

In  the  absence  of  new  reserve  creation,  this  could  mean  a substantial  decline 
in  the  past  rate  of  reserve  accumulatiO'n  on  the  Continent.  It  is  important  that 
such  a leveling  off  in  reserve  growth  not  lead  to  an  excess  of  caution  in  monetary 
and  economic  policies.  Fortunately,  the  new  facility  for  creating  Special  Draw- 
ing Rights  can  counter  such  tendencies,  and  makes  possible  both  a continued 
upward  movement  of  European  reserves,  as  well  as  a continuation  of  European 
foreign  investment. 

To  the  extent  that  reserves  of  the  European  countries  rise  as  a result  of  their 
own  allocations  of  newly  created  Special  Drawing  Eights,  they  will  receive  credits 
on  the  books  of  the  International  Monetary  Fund  without  having  exported  goods 
and  services  or  imported  capital  to  acquire  these  reserves.  These  reserves  can 
remain  passive  or  can  be  used.  It  is  largely  through  the  channel  of  monetary 
policy,  interest  rates,  and  a generally  better  environment  for  investment  that 
the  new  Special  Drawing  Eights  should  over  time  exert  their  Influence,  insofar 
as  these  reiserves  are  created  for  countries  persistently  in  equilibrium  or  surplus. 

Countries  with  a tendency  towards  a deficit  are  likely  to  borrow  capital  or 
reserves  from  abroad.  The  provision  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  reduces  the  need 
to  borrow  reserves.  To  this  extent,  it  should  moderate  one  form  of  international 
borrowing.  Allocations  of  Special  Drawing  Rights  would  substitute  for  borrow- 
ing and  this  should  decrease  demands  that  might  otherwise  fall  upon  international 
money  and  capital  markets. 

Thus,  whether  looked  at  from  the  aspect  of  surplus  countries  or  deficit  coun- 
tries, the  provision  of  an  adequate  growth  of  reserves  through  Special  Drawing 
Rights  shouid  over  time  act  as  a stimulus  to  the  level  of  international  and 
domestic  investment.  It  should  help  to  avoid,  or  mitigate,  tendencies  to  competi- 
tive escalation  of  interest  rates  that  might  otherwise  occur  as  countries  seek  to 
build  up  or  protect  their  reserves,  when  there  is  no  way  to  increase  the  reserves 
of  the  world  as  a whole. 

We  have  found  that  there  has  been  a substantial  shift  of  the  sources  of 
international  capital  investment  from  the  United  States  to  the  EC  countries  of 
Europe,  corresponding  to  the  shift  in  the  current  account  surplus,  since  1961.  At 
the  same  time  the  EC  countries  have  continued  to  add  substantially  to  their 
reserves  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  current  surplus.  We  now  hopefully  expect 
some  decline  in  the  abnormally  large  trade  surplus  in  Continental  Europe,  and 
a recovery  of  trading  position  on  the  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  the  United 
States.  It  will  be  most  constructive  if  the  EC  countries  can  accept  adjustment  in 
current  account  while  maintaining  the  outflow  of  capital.  This  would  bring  all 
the  major  countries  much  closer  to  equilibrium  and  it  would  demonstrate  a proper 
and  positive  functioning  of  the  adjustment  process. 

The  need  for  further  reserve  gains  can  be  supplied  by  activating  the  Special 
Drawing  Rights  facility,  without  needing  to  invest  current  foreign  exchange  in 
reserves. 
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I suggest  that  this  could  be  a pattern  ot  progress,  to  the  benefit  of  the  world 
as  a whole  and  esipecially  to  countries  such  as  Spain,  which  have  a vital  interest 
in  the  continueid  flow  of  investment  funds  from  the  surplus  countries  to  the 
rest  of  the  world. 


Table  I. — Selected  groupings  of  items  from  U.S.  balance  of  payments  1961  and  1967 

[In  millions  ol  dollars] 


Accounts 


1961  1907  Change 


Current  account  (including  U.S.  Government  capital  outflow): 

1.  Trade  balance 

2.  Net  investment  income 

3.  Net  other  nonmilitary  services 

4.  Net  military  (cash  receipts  basis) 

Expenditures - 

Military  cash  receipts  (including  military  advance  pay- 
ments and  repayments  on  military  credits) 1 

.6.  Government  grants  and  capital,  net 

Gross  outflows 

Scheduled  repayments  (excluding  military  credits) 

Advance  repayments- 

Subtotal  (items  2-5) - 

Total - 

Capital  flows  (excluding  U.S.  Government  capital  outflow); 

0.  Private  U.S.  and  foreign  capital  (including  errors  and  omis- 
sions)  - 

Special  U.S.  Government  liabilities  other  than  military 
advance  payments 

7.  Net  (excluding  “official  foreign  capital  inflow”) 

Official  foreign  capital  i nflow 

8.  Net  capital  outflow 

Liquidity  balance 


5. 444 

3, 483 

-1,961 

3, 397 
-1,475 
-2,  564 
-2,  981 

5,  632 
-2,  554 
-3,  271 
-4,319 

+2, 235 
-1,079 
-707 
-1,338 

417 
-2, 805 
-4,  054 
553 
696 

1,048 
-4,  257 
-5, 129 
866 
6 

+631 
-1,452 
-1, 075 
+313 
-690 

-3,  447 

-4,  450 

-1,  003 

+1,997 

-967 

-2,904 

-4,  462 

-4,  235 

+227 

. + 95 

-4,307 

+353 
-3, 882 
+1, 274 

+258 

+485 

+1,274 

-4,  367 

-2, 608 

-1-1,759 

-2,370 

-3,675 

-1,205 

Table  II. — Balance  of  payments  of  the  EC  countries,  1961-67 
[In  billions  of  dollars) 


1961 

1962 

1963 

1964 

1965 

1966 

1967  I 

Average 

1961-67 

Current  account  balance 

+2.4 

+0.8 

-0.2 

+0.5 

-F1.3 

+2.1 

+4.2 

-F1.6 

Capital  account  balance  2 

+0.4 

+0.3 

+0.6 

-t-1.6 

+1.1 

-0.6 

-2.7 

-FO.l 

Overall  balance 

+2.8 

-H.l 

+0.4 

+2.1 

+2.4 

-1-1.5 

-F1.5 

+1.7 

Overall  surplus  used  to: 

(i)  Increase  net  official  reserves 

1,9 

0.6 

1.3 

1.8 

1.5 

1.1 

1.4 

1.4 

(ii)  Increase  net  commercial  bank 

foreign  ^sets 

-0.4 

-0.3 

-1.2 

0.2 

0.7 

0.1 

0.1 

-0.1 

1.2 

0.8 

0.4  . 

0.2 

0.3  . 

0.4 

Memorandum  item: 

Percentage  change  in  net  official 

reserves 

13.1 

3.8 

6.8 

8.5 

6.9 

4.1 

5.3 

6.9 

1 Partially  estimated. 

2 Includes  errors  and  omissions  and  net  settlements  by  France  on  account  of  Overseas  Franc  Area. 
Sources.— IMF  and  OECD  statistics,  adapted. 

Exhibit  55. — Statement  by  Acting  Assistant  Secretary  Petty,  April  5,  1968,  before 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  on  S.  3218,  a bill  to  provide 
an  export  expansion  facility  through  the  Export-Import  Bank 

I welcome  this  opportunity  to  appear  before  this  committee  in  support  of  S. 
.3218.  I would  like  to  emphasize  the  imiKirtance  of  S.  32i.8  in  the  framework  of 
our  comprehensive  program  to  restore  equilibrium  to  our  international  accounts. 
The  need  for  action  to  eliminate  the  balance  of  payments  deficit  is,  in  the 
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words  of  President  Johnson,  “a  national  aanl  international  responsibility  of  the 
liighest  priority.”  The  reason's  for  this  priority  are  abundantly  clear.  The 
strengtti  of  the  idoilar  abroad  depends  on  our  payments  position.  The  international 
monetary  'System  which  rests  so  largely  on  the  dollar  ndll  be  greatly  strengthened 
by  elimination  of  the  United  States  payments  deficit.  A stable  international 
monetary  system  is  essential  to  assure  expanding  .world  trade,  and  a prosperous 
international  economy. 

On  January  1 of  this  year,  the  President  proposed  a comprehensive  balance 
of  payments  program  designed  to  bring  our  balance  of  payments  position  close 
to  equilibrium  in  the  year  ahead.  The  program  is  broad  and  comprehensive.  It 
requires  additional:  savings  in  many  .phases  of  our  activities  abroad.  It  affects 
Government  expenditures  overseas,  foreign  loans  and  investments,  foreign  travel 
and  foreign  trade. 

A great  part  of  this  program  has  already  taken  concrete  form.  A program  has 
been  established  to  cut  Government  personnel  and  other  expenditures  overseas 
as  well  as  to  reduce  the  impact  on  our  balance  of  payments  of  security  expendi- 
tures which  cannot  be  further  reduced.  The  Office  of  Foreign  Direct  Investment 
is  now  administering  a program  of  temporary  restraint  on  direct  investment  and 
the  Ifederal  Reserve  has  greatly  strengthened  its  existing  voluntary  restraints 
on  lending  abroad  by  banks  and  other  financial  institutions. 

In  the  field  of  travel,  the  Administration  has  made  a number  of  proposals,  now 
under  consideration  by  Congress,  to  decrease  the  amount  of  money  spent  abroad 
by  U.S.  travelers.  We  are  hopeful  that  these  measures  will  be  enacted.  On  the 
earnings  side,  the  Industry-Government  Task  Force  on  Travel,  chaired  by 
Ambas-sador  McKinney,  has  made  comprehensive  recommendations  to  promote 
the  flow  of  foreign  travelers  to  the  United  .States.  Many  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Task  Force  have  already  been  implemented. 

Moreover,  negotiations,  initiated  .by  the  President,  are  in  progress  to  improve 
our  trade  position. 

The  President  in  his  January  1 message  also  focused  on  the  long-term  meas- 
ures which  would  assure  a strong  balance  of  payments  position  for  the  United 
State.s.  Besides  enacting  the  anti-inflation  tax,  encouraging  wage-price  restraints 
and  reducing  crippling  work  stoppages,  three  areas  were  cited  where  further 
efforts  are  needed:  (1)  Increases  in  exports;  (2)  reduction  of  nontariff  bar- 
riers; and  (3)  increased  foreign  investment  and  travel  in  the  United  States. 

The  most  important  way  to  earn  foreign  exchange  is  through  increased 
exports.  Unfortunately  our  trade  surplus  has  decreased  from  $6.6  billion  4 years 
ago  to  less  than  $3.6  billion  last  year.  Increased  exports  are  the  cornerstone 
of  our  balance  of  payments  position.  In  addition  to  measures  to  keep  the  domestic 
economy  competitive  and  stable  and  to  keep  world  markets  open  to  U.S.  goods 
and  services,  we  need  to  make  our  industry  more  export-minded  through  export 
expansion  programs. 

To  accomplish  this  objective,  the  President  proposed : 

(1)  A 5-year  $200  million  Commerce  Department  program  to  promote  the  sale 
of  American  goods  overseas. 

(2)  A joint  Export  Association  program  under  the  Commerce  Department  to 
provide  direct  financial  support  to  American  corporations  joining  together  to  sell 
abroad. 

(3)  A more  liberal  rediscount  system  to  be  provided  by  Export-Import  Bank 
to  encourage  banks  to  help  firms  increase  their  exports,  and 

(4)  The  Export  Expansion  Facility. 

The  Export  Expansion  Facility  legislation  which  is  before  you  today  can  make 
a significant  contribution  to  a larger  U.S.  trade  surplus  and  thus  to  our  balance 
of  payments  position.  It  can  do  this  principally  through  helping  in  the  develop- 
ment of  new  markets  for  U.S.  goods  and  services  and  by  assisting  smaller  com- 
panies in  exporting.  President  Johnson  in  his  letter  of  March  20,  1968, 
transmitting  the  export  expansion  facility  draft  bill  and  requesting  approval  of 
a $2.4  million  supplemental  appropriation  to  launch  the  5-year  Commerce  pro- 
gram to  promote  American  exports  said  “Both  actions  I recommend  today  will 
help  increase  America’s  exports  ...  a vital  element  in  the  balance  of  payments 
equation.” 

The  establishment  of  this  facility  within  the  Export-Import  Bank  was  specifi- 
cally endorsed  by  the  President’s  Cabinet  Committee  on  the  Balance  of  Payments. 
The  Action  Committee  on  Export  Financing  of  the  National  Export  Expansion 
Council  in  1966  proposed  the  creation  of  a somewhat  similar  national  interest 
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fund  in  the  Export-Import  Bank  which  would  permit  Export-Import  Bank  to 
support  U.S.  exports  on  the  basis  of  less  stringent  credit  judgments  than  called 
for  by  existing  Bank  standards.  The  proposal  also  finds  its  origins  in  the  Export 
Expansion  Act  introduced  in  1965  hy  Senator  Magnuson.  It  is  evident  that  con- 
siderable thought  and  study  have  gone  into  this  proposal. 

I would  like  to  emphasize  that  the  legislation  before  you  is  designed  to  im- 
prove the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  by  expanding  U.S.  exports  on  a commercial 
basis.  Mr.  Linder  has  already  emphasized  that  the  new  facility  is  designed  to  give 
further  support  to  our  commercial  export  trade.  We  in  the  Treasury  are  keenly 
aware  that  a loan  financing  exports  is  only  helpful  to  our  balance  of  payments 
to  the  extent  down  payments  and  installments  are  received.  Therefore  we  sup- 
port S.  3218  because  we  are  convinced  that  the  Export  Expansion  Facility  will 
encourage  acceptance  of  our  exports  in  difficult  markets.  It  will  permit  our  prod- 
ucts to  become  established  in  new  markets  where  the  potential  for  follow-on 
sales  is  high  and  it  will  finance  receivables  on  commercial  terms  for  which  we 
will  be  paid.  In  markets  where  competition  is  aggressive  it  will  facilitate  the 
maintenance  and  expansion  of  existing  export  markets. 

For  these  reason, s,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Treasury  believes  that  S.  3218  will  assist 
our  exporters  to  obtain  new  sales  abroad  and  eontribute  to  elimination  of  our 
balauee  of  payments  deficit. 


Exhibit  56. — ^Remarks  by  Assistant  Secretary  Petty,  May  14,  1968,  before  the 

New  York  Society  of  Security  Analysts,  New  York,  on  international  financial 

considerations  “When  Peace  Comes” 

In  looking  ahead  and  thinking  about  the  subject  of  this  seminar  “When  Peace 
Comes,”  I am  reminded  of  that  stage  of  childhood  when  the  concept  of  time  or 
magnitude  has  not  yet  really  sunk  into  the  young  mind  and  the  inquiring  little 
face  looks  up  and  asks,  “Daddy,  when  is  tomorrow?”  For  the  purposes  of 
this  exercise  this  morning  I want  to  adopt  that  state  of  mind  where  I know 
there  is  going  to  be  a tomorrow.  After  all,  I hear  everyone  talking  about  it — 
but  I just  do  not  have  any  sense  of  timing  about  it.  Proceeding  from  this  point 
perhaps  you  can  share  with  me  my  trepidation  about  trying  to  discuss  in  a 
comprehensive,  much  les.s  intelligent,  way  what  the  international  financial  impli- 
cations will  be,  “When  Peace  Comes.” 

I will  address  myself  to  this  problem  by  discussing  first,  in  broad  terms,  some 
aspects  of  the  shape  of  the  international  financial  system  as  it  emerged  after 
World  War  II,  and  I will  point  out  what  important  changes  1 think  are  already 
under  way,  not  only  in  the  system  itself  but  in  the  roles  of  the  cast  of  players 
who  are  enacting  it. 

Next,  I will  speak  on  what  our  balance  of  payments  position  is  today,  and  then 
discuss  the  post-Vietnam  period  in  its  more  immediate  and  in  its  long-term 
aspects. 

Finally,  I will  mention  some  points  concerning  the  international  liquidity 
system  and  the  international  adjustment  process,  both  of  which  are  so  essential 
to  the  proper  functioning  of  a viable  and  expansive  world  trading  system. 

The  preeminent  position  of  the  United  States  after  World  War  11 

The  functioning  of  the  international  financial  system  in  the  mid-1940’s  and 
after  placed  tremendous  reliance  upon  the  United  States  to  bring  economic 
growth  and  stability  to  the  economies  of  Western  Europe. 

The  job  at  that  time  was  to  reconstruct  war-torn  Europe  and  to  reestablish  a 
world  trading  and  financial  system  that  would  facilitate  a healthy  and  accelerated 
growth  of  trade.  It  was  only  natural  that,  as  the  major  industrial  nation  surviv- 
ing the  havoc  of  the  war,  the  largest  effort  to  rebuild  the  peace  fell  upon  us. 
The  creation  of  economic  conditions  in  which  freedom  and  democratic  institutions 
could  flourish  was  deemed  a national  necessity  of  not  much  less  priority  than 
the  defeat  of  the  Third  Reich  itself.  For  the  United  States,  the  decade  following 
the  end  of  World  War  II  was  a period  involving  the  deliberate  transfer  of  re- 
sources to  Western  Europe. 

Should  circumstances  of  the  future  occasion  a similar  policy,  the  means  em- 
ployed to  achieve  this  objective  must  of  necessity  be  different  from  today’s. 

A review  of  the  early  debates  on  reparations  and  World  War  I debt  illustrates 
that  the  financial  terms  of  aid  can  pla.y  a crucial  role  in  reconstructing  the  peace ; 
that  the  seemingly  mundane  technical  financial  considerations— frequently  ob- 
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scured  by  the  pressures  of  the  moment — can  loom  large,  with  pronounced  political 
ramifications  in  following  years. 

A re-reading  of -Keynes’  1920  classic,  “Economic  Consequences  of  the  Peace,” 
should  convince  any  doubters  on  this  point. 

The  low  priority  on  financial  viability 

While  Keynes  argued  that  the  terms  of  the  World  War  I peace  were  unduly 
harsh,  after  World  War  II  perhaps  the  other  extreme  was  demonstrated.  Again 
it  w'as  shown  that  the  terms  of  the  lender,  or  in  this  case  donor,  can  have  pro- 
found influences  upon  subsequent  events : had  the  terms  of  our  aid-giving  for 
the  last  20  years  been  different,  that  is,  had  the  aid  given  Western  Europe  for 
purposes  of  reconstruction  after  World  War  II  been  only  In  the  form  of  loans,  it 
is  quite  likely  that  the  gold  stock  of  the  United  States  today  would  be  substan- 
tially larger  than  it  is.  This  is  easy  to  say  today  but  one  must  not  forget  the  politi- 
cal environment  prevailing  at  the  time  these  decisions  were  made. 

This  recitation  is  not  meant  to  second  guess  upon  the  past ; rather  it  is  to 
illustrate  a cardinal  principle  that  must  be  borne  in  mind  in  assuming  our  in- 
ternational political,  military  and  economic  commitments  in  the  future : the 
financial  viability  of  the  undertaking  must  be  established  at  the  time  of  the 
takeoff,  and  not  at  a later  stage  of  the  flight. 

The  atmosphere  in  which  international  financial  policy  evolved,  that  is,  the 
period  of  the  dollar  gap,  permitted  this  country  to  place  future  returns  rather 
low  on  the  list  of  priorities  of  considerations  weighed  in  reaching  a decision. 

The  question  of  the  durability  of  the  financial  stnieture  was  considered  deserv- 
ing of  less  attention  than  achievement  of  the  immediate  objectives.  Moreover, 
there  was  a general  failure  to  anticipate  the  rapidity  and  vigor  of  the  postwar 
economic  recovery  on  the  continent  of  Western  Europe.  Neither  the  emergence 
of  the  persistent  continental  European  surplus  nor  the  size  of  the  continuing 
U.S.  deficits  were  anticipated  in  the  early  postwar  years. 

The  industry  counterpart 

There  is  a counterpart  in  the  private  sector  to  the  experience  of  the  public 
sector.  It  is  that  during  this  same  postwar  period,  U.S.  industry  and  labor  had 
the  luxury  of  looking  upon  the  export  market,  and  more  importantly,  competition 
from  abroad,  as  a marginal  opportunity  and  a marginal  concern,  respectively. 
All  too  frequently,  the  export  market  was  sort  of  an  overflow  market,  a residual 
demand,  that  could  be  satisfied  if  domestic  activity  was  off  its  peak.  Imports 
seemed  to  be  primarily  specialty  items  concentrating  upon  various  small  sectors 
of  local  demand. 

While  the  rise  in  imports  is  an  increasing  cause  of  concern,  the  benefits  of  a 
liberal  trading  world  are  too  real  and  too  immediate  to  respond  to  this  develop- 
ment with  a return  to  protectionism.  On  the  contrary,  the  reduction  in  our  trade 
account  must  call  forth  from  industry  and  labor  the  same  type  of  concern,  the 
same  type  of  initiative,  the  same  type  of  imagination  and  energy  as  that  which 
has  gone  into  the  space  program,  for  example,  or  is  being  devoted  to  the  problem 
of  pollution  or  the  antiballistic  missile.  How  recently,  for  example,  has  manage- 
ment asked  itself  if  it  can  license  for  domestic  production  and  sale  a foreign 
product  now  imported  in  this  country?  Until  and  unless  management  takes  reg- 
ularly into  the  board  room,  and  down  to  the  level  of  oflBce  managers  and  super- 
visors, a conscious  thinking  of  the  balance  of  payments  impact  of  possible  busi- 
ness decisions,  we  will  not  get  the  results  from  industry  and  labor  that  are 
needed  to  bring  our  trade  surplus  up  to  the  high  level  at  which  it  must  be 
maintained. 

Industries  of  our  trading  partners  abroad  have  the  great  advantage  of  operat- 
ing in  an  economy  where  exports  might  be  as  high  as  one-third  of  the  gross 
national  product  of  the  country  and  this  must  mean  that  many  companies  manu- 
facture primarily  for  export.  With  our  exports  not  4 percent  of  gross  national 
product,  with  agriculture  and  Government  assistance  making  up  a good  part 
of  this,  it  is  not  hard  to  suspect  that  export  promotion  or  import  substitution 
are  not  active  topics  at  board  meetings.  Management  and  labor  must  adopt  the 
same  type  of  awareness  of  the  balance  of  payments  implications  of  their  actions 
as  Government  is  doing. 

Our  current  balance  of  payments  position 

Against  this  background,  then,  where  are  we  now  and  where  are  we  headed 
today  in  terms  of  our  international  financial  accounts? 
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After  holding  our  deficit  to  a level  of  about  $1.3  billion  in  the  years  1965  and 
1966,  we  found  our  balance  of  payments  situation  only  slightly  worse  during  the 
first  three  quarters  of  1967.  This  partly  reflected  increased  expenditures  in  con- 
nection with  the  Vietnam  conflict.  In  the  fourth  quarter  of  last  year,  there  was 
a sharp  deterioration  in  our  position.  The  trade  surplus  declined  by  three  quarters 
of  a billion  dollars  from  the  third  quarter  level.  The  United  Kingdom  liquidated 
over  $500  million  of  U.S.  securities  to  bolster  its  reserves  in  support  of  the  pound 
sterling.  The  “errors  and  omissions”  item  which  may,  among  other  things,  repre- 
sent changes  in  short-term  capital  flows,  became  less  favorable.  Our  deficit 
soared  to  $1.8  billion,  slightly  exceeding  the  combined  deficits  of  the  three  pre- 
ceding quarters. 

While  much  of  the  sharp  deterioration  in  the  fourth  quarter  was  due  to 
temporary  factors,  the  very  size  of  the  deficit  and  the  loss  of  gold  it  entailed  were 
so  great  as  to  require  immediate  action  by  the  Government.  The  result  was  a 
strengthened  balance  of  payments  program  which  was  announced  by  President 
Johnson  on  January  1.  I will  not  go  into  details  about  it  but  I would  like  to 
note  the  following : 

— The  program  is  designed  to  cover  a wide  sector  of  the  American  people — 
business  firms  making  direct  investments  abroad,  banks  making  foreign  loans, 
Americans  traveling  outside  the  Western  Hemisphere,  companies  capable  of 
entering  the  export  market,  the  Government  itself  as  a large  foreign  spender 
in  a wide  variety  of  military  and  peaceful  operations  overseas  and,  of  course, 
the  general  level  of  economic  activity  as  well. 

■ — The  program  combines  temporary  restraint  measures  with  short-  and  longer- 
term  positive  inducements  to  develop  more  receipts  for  the  U.S.  balance  of 
payments. 

First  quarter  1968  balance  of  payments  position 

We  are  releasing  today  our  balance  of  payments  results  for  the  first  quarter. 
The  deficit  was  $600  million — a very  substantial  drop  from  the  $1.8  billion  in  the 
fourth  quarter  and  almost  back  to  the  quarterly  level  of  the  first  half  of  last 
year.  This  improvement  was  achieved  despite  a $223  million  decline  from  the  low 
last-quarter  figure  in  our  trade  surplus,  occasioned  in  part  by  an  11-day  dock 
strike  in  New  York  and  a very  strong  upsurge  in  domestic  demand  ; despite  a rise 
in  U.S.  residents’  purchases  of  foreign  securities;  and  despite  failure  of  the 
Congress  to  enact,  to  date,  some  basic  parts  of  the  President’s  January  1 program, 
including  most  importantly,  the  tax  surcharge  proposal  which  would  moderate 
domestic  demand  and  the  growth  of  our  imports. 

One  part  of  the  balance  of  payments  program  for  which  we  have  first  quarter 
data  shows  good  results.  The  1968  target  of  a $400  million  reduction  in  out- 
standing bank  loans  to  foreigners  was  almost  achieved  in  the  first  quarter  alone 
when  such  loans  declined  by  $359  million  on  a seasonally  adjusted  basis. 

The  effects  of  the  mandatory  direct  investment  program  in  the  first  quarter 
will  not  be  known  until  late  next  month,  and  we  do  not  yet  have  first  quarter 
data  on  tourist  expenditures  abroad  or  expenditures  abroad  by  Government 
agencies. 

It  is  not  too  early  to  say,  however,  that 
— if  Congress  passes  the  tax  surcharge, 

— if  the  business  community  and  the  public  at  large  cooperate  in  other  aspects 
of  the  program,  and,  very  importantly, 

— ^if  foreign  countries  in  balance  of  payments  surplus  cooperate  by  avoiding 
policies  designed  to  maintain  those  surpluses, 
we  will  be  in  a much  better  position  to  achieve  the  goal  set  by  the  President  on 
January  1. 

The  immediate  post-Vietnam  period 

During  the  past  few  years  heavy  emphasis  has  been  placed  on  temporary 
restraints  on  capital  outfiow  under  the  Commerce  program  and  the  Federal 
Reserve  program.  No  doubt  a question  in  your  minds  as  well  as  ours  is : Assuming 
peace  in  Vietnam,  and  the  tapering  off  of  defense  expenditures  for  Southeast 
Asia  over,  say,  a year  and  a half,  would  this  be  enough  to  correct  our  balance  of 
payments  position  by  1970  or  thereabouts,  and  enable  us  to  do  without  the  selec- 
tive measures  of  the  past  years  ? Or  is  it  necessary  to  achieve  more  than  this  by 
way  of  improvement  in  the  trade  and  service  account,  or  through  a reduction  or 
more  effective  neutralization  of  the  foreign  exchange  costs  of  Government  and 
military  outlays  in  all  parts  of  the  world? 
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We  have  generally  put  the  direct  foreigia  exchange  impact  of  hostilities  in 
Southeast  Asia  at  about  $1.5  billion.  This  figure  is  derived  from  a oomparisou 
of  the  current  foreign  exchange  outlays  in  certain  Asiatic  countries  with  an 
earlier  base  period. 

In  answering  these  questions  we  must  remember  that  we  had  a deficit  of  $3% 
billion  in  1967,  and  that  a reduction  of  $114  billion,  taken  alone,  would  carry  us 
less  than  half  way  toward  equilibrium.  More  than  that,  the  deficit  in  1967  could 
have  been  larger  without  the  voluntary  restraints  on  investment  abroad. 

Thus,  it  is  not  clear  to  me  that  peace  in  Vietnam  alone  would  improve  our 
balance  of  payments  problem  to  the  point  where  we  could  do  away  with  our 
restraint  measures.  In  the  immediate  period  it  might  not  even  permit  us  to  relax 
the  selective  measures  that  have  become  necessary  to  permit  an  approach 
toward  the  equilibrium  that  is  so  important  to  the  continued  strength  of  our 
currency.  We  might  still  need  a substantial  improvement  in  our  current  trade 
and  service  account  and  a further  reduction  or  neutralization  of  our  continuing 
military  foreign  exchange  expenditures  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 

Thus  it  becomes  extremely  important,  from  the  point  of  view  of  our  balance  of 
payments  program,  that  we  avoid  an  excessive  rate  of  growth  in  the  gross 
national  product  in  monetary  terms  in  order  to  escape  an  excessive  spillover 
demand  tor  foreign  Imports,  and  to  maintain  a reasonable  rate  of  growth  in  our 
exports.  It  is  equally  important  that  the  surplus  countries  abroad  maintain  a 
reasonable  growth  rate  that  is  not  too  dependent  on  a surplus  with  the  rest  of 
the  world.  It  is  quite  understandable  that  they  wish  to  avoid  inflationary  pres- 
sures, just  as  we  do,  that  would  be  associated  with  excessive  domestic  expansion. 
But  it  seems  to  us  reasonable  that  countries  with  large  surpluses  on  current  trade, 
service  and  military  accounts,  should  feel  a stronger  responsibility  for  main- 
taining adequate  growth  than  countries  in  less  fortunate  positions.  On  their  side, 
the  deficit  countries  should  recognize  the  need  for  an  added  measure  of  caution 
to  avoid  too  sU*ong  a domestic  expansion.  In  both  surplus  and  deficit  countries, 
there  appears  to  be  a good  deal  of  sensitivity  in  the  trade  and  service  accounts 
to  the  steepness  of  the  curve  of  rising  gross  national  product  in  monetary  terms. 

The  long  term  post-Vietnam  period 

In  the  long  term  post-Vietnam  period  the  situation  is  diflBcult  to  foresee.  I am 
defining  this  period  as  one  following  the  completion  of  the  economic  adjustment 
attendant  to  the  deescalation  of  hostilities.  This  should  be  a period  when  equilib- 
rium might  hopefully  have  been  reached  on  the  liquidity  measure  of  our  balance 
of  payments  and  we  should  be  working  aggressively  toward  a period  of  sus- 
tainable equilibrium  which  in  my  definition  must  include  the  absence  of  the  type 
of  restrictions  that  were  part  and  parcel  of  our  January  1 balance  of  payments 
program. 

In  reflecting  about  this  period  ahead  there  are  several  areas  we  must  bear  in 
mind.  We  have  traditionally  looked  upon  the  United  States  as  a natural  capital 
exporter.  A country  generating  such  suibstantial  savings,  a financial  community 
which  marshals  these  assets  so  eflSciently,  an  industry  reaching  out  to  penetrate 
new  markets  abroad,  combined  with  countries  of  the  world  needing  new  funds 
to  achieve  the  capabilities  of  their  lands  and  the  requirements  of  their  people 
indicates  that  no  other  course  should  be  pursued.  This  traditional  position  can 
only  go  unchallenged  as  long  as  we  maintain  a strong  current  account  and  in  this 
regard  our  dwindling  trade  surplus  is  disturbing. 

Economic  assistance  will  continue  to  make  substantial  demands  upon  our 
capital,  both  to  maintain  our  bilateral  economic  assistance  program  as  well  as 
our  multilateral  program  which  involves  contributions  to  such  agencies  as  the 
World  Bank,  the  Inter-American  Development  Bank,  and  the  Asian  Development 
Bank.  These  demands  are  also  in  the  form  of  borrowing  by  these  banks  in  our 
bond  markets  to  finance  their  development  activities. 

One  area  of  special  interest  and  particular  need  of  study  is  that  of  direct 
investment.  What  is  the  relationship  of  these  investments  to  development  in  the 
lesser  developed  areas?  Does  direct  investment  contribute  to  the  financial 
strength  and  economic  leadership  of  the  United  States?  Or  does  it  just  replace 
exports?  I doubt  that  this  is  a subject  which  lends  Itself  to  generalizations ; how- 
ever, this  is  what  the  dialogues  on  the  subject  involve.  A series  of  careful  studies 
compiled  in  balance’  of  payments  and  perhaps  other  terms  for  each  of  several 
industries  should  improve  the  information  available  in  this  area. 

In  looking  hack  at  our  balance  of  payments  picture  for  the  last  20  years,  we 
cite  too  frequently  the  persistent  stream  of  deficits  and  fail  to  realize  that  as  a 
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country  we  were  building  up  assets  at  a rate  substantially  faster  than  our 
cumulative  deficits.  These  assets,  of  course,  were  the  direct  investments  acquired 
by  our  corporations  in  their  foreign  investment  program,  and  as  we  shall  see, 
these  investments  yield  important  returns.  Our  gross  plant  and  equipment  ex- 
penditures overseas  for  the  last  couple  of  years  have  been  increasing  at  the  rate 
of  around  $10  billion  a year  and  the.se,  too,  should  be  throwing  off  earnings  before 
long.  At  the  present  time,  our  dividend  receipts  and  our  royalties  and  fees  bring 
back  over  $5  billion  a year  and  in  thinking  ahead  to  the  future,  it  seems  clear  that 
this  return  on  our  past  investment  will  be  our  most  reliable  and  constantly  grow- 
ing inflow  In  our  balance  of  payments  picture.  We  are  very  alert  to  this  and 
must  take  pains  to  foster  these  receipts. 

The  United  States  is  a substantial  capital  importer  as  well.  Besides  receipts 
from  monetary  authorities  this  involves  primarily  an  inflow  of  portfolio  capital 
to  buy  the  types  of  securities  in  which  much  of  this  audience  specializes.  TTie 
control  of  inflation  and  a stable  and  steady  growth  record  is  the  best  assurance 
that  these  funds  will  continue  to  be  entrusted  to  our  economy. 

'No  doubt  we  will  continue  to  have  mutual  security  commitments  in  the  long 
term  which  I am  postulating,  but  I suspect  that  they  will  involve  amounts  well 
reduced  from  the  current  level  and,  what  is  more,  measured  in  net  balance  of 
payments  terms,  the  cost  will  be  less  than  some  have  feared.  The  b.asic  principle 
that  in  fulfilling  mutual  security  objectives  the  contributing  country  should 
not  suffer  balance  of  payments  costs,  is  already  understood.  Indeed  acceptance 
of  this  standard  should  figure  prominently  in  the  consideration.s  establishing 
future  mutual  security  obligations.  This  is  but  another  aspect  of  international 
financial  cooperation. 

lit  is  too  hazardous  to  try  to  bring  these  elements,  and  others  I have  not  men- 
tioned, together  for  any  one  composite  picture  of  our  payments  position  in  the 
long  term.  But  I think  It  should  be  clear  that  the  i-eaVities  of  our  international 
responsibilities  and  financial  position  will  be  such  that  both  the  public  and 
private  sectors  of  our  economy  will  continue  to  be  vitally  concerned  with  this 
problem. 

The  international  financial  markets 

‘Returning  now  to  the  more  immediate  i)eriod,  I might  comment  briefly  on  the 
international  financial  markets. 

The  initial  impact  of  the  decision  to  begin  peace  talks  has  been,  from  all  ap- 
pearances, a positive  factor  in  the  gold  and  exchange  markets.  It  means  that 
one  of  the  storm  clouds  that  has  threatened  the  smooth  functioning  of  the 
world’s  monetary  system  may  gradually  lift.  In  any  case,  this  cloud  appears 
less  likely  to  bear  down  on  the  financial  markets  with  full  force.  Thus,  we  wel- 
come the  immediate  psychological  effect,  though  it  is  very  difficult  to  measure  it 
in  any  quantitative  way.  The  markets  have  seen  in  the  Vietnam  hostilities  sev- 
eral reasons  for  concern.  There  is  first  the  direct  impact  on  the  U.S.  balance  of 
payments  which  is  the  result  of  an.y  significant  level  of  hostilities.  This,  and  the 
possibility  of  escalation,  was  a factor  contributing  to  speculative  movements  of 
funds  on  the  part  of  foreigners  into  gold. 

Then  there  was  a more  general  fear  that  growing  demands  on  U.S.  resources 
would  add  to  the  budgetary  deficit  and  to  general  inflationary  pressures  in 
the  United  States.  While  this  consideration  may  now  be  somewhat  less  clearcut 
than  was  the  case  before  the  action  of  the  Conference  Committee  on  the  tax- 
expenditure  package,  only  the  favoraible  action  of  Congress  will  dispel  this 
concern. 

lA  movement  towards  peace  may  tend  to  ease  the  strain  on  our  public  finances. 
These  actions  raise  confidence  in  the  dollar  and  serve  to  give  more  stability  to 
the  monetar,y  system  in  general.  Thus  we  may  reasonably  regard  the  initiation  of 
peace  negotiations  as  another  constructive  factor  in  the  current  flow  of  events 
affecting  the  health  and  soundness  of  the  international  monetary  system. 

■Another  is  the  removal  of  suspense  about  the  role  of  gold  and  the  reaching  of 
agreement  for  the  creation  of  supplementary  reserve  assets.  The  Washington 
Communique  of  March  17,  1988,  established  a two-tiered  gold  price  system  and 
removed  a heavy  strain  on  oflicial  gold  reserves  due  to  private  speculation.  It  also 
emphasized  the  maintenance  of  an  unchanged  oflBcial  monetar.y  price  for  gold. 
The  Stockholm  Agreement  and  the  proposed  amendment  on  the  Special  Drawing 
Rights  made  clear  that  nearly  all  of  the  countries  of  the  world  seek  to  supplement 
the  world’s  reserve  system  in  this  enlightened  way,  and  not  by  tinkering  with 
the  price  of  gold  for  monetary  purposes.  When  the  Special  Drawing  Rights 
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facility  is  in  effect,  the  future  reserve  needs  of  the  world  can  be  met  by  creating 
new  SDRs.  No  other  provision  need  'be  made. 

The  problem  of  balance  of  payments  adjustment 

One  of  the  more  important  factors  involved  in  a properly  functioning  world 
trading  system  is  that  international  process  by  which  countries  adjust  their 
balance  of  payments  positions  with  one  another.  Notwithstanding  substantial 
efforts  to  remove  it,  our  deficit  has  persisted  for  several  years,  during  a period 
when  the  balance  of  payments  surplus  in  continental  Europe  has  continued  longer 
than  necessary  or  appropriate.  The  process  by  which  these  surpluses  and  defi- 
cits are  each  adjusted  toward  equilibrium  is  referred  to  as  the  balance  of 
payments  adjustment  process  and  it  is  an  important  subject  deserving  of  more 
attention  than  it  receives. 

iWe  are  indebted  to  Working  Party  3 of  the  Organization  for  Economic  Cooper- 
ation and  Development  for  a July  1966  report  on  this  subject.  What  this  re- 
port points  out  is  that  the  responsibility  for  adjusting  balance  of  payments 
positions,  whether  they  are  persistent  surpluses  or  deficits,  rests  with  each 
country  whether  they  are  in  surplus  or  deficit.  For  example,  a country  in  surplus 
which  pursues  a high-interest,  deflationary  policy  accompanied  by  trade  re- 
strictive practices  is  working  counter  to  the  adjustment  process  and  it  should 
adopt  as  a matter  of  national  policy,  and  international  financial  cooperation, 
economic  measures  which  serve  to  reduce  the  surplus. 

For  the  deficit  country,  there  can  be  no  question  about  its  responsibility  in 
taking  measures  to  reach  equilibrium,  and  this  applies  to  the  United  States  in 
particular.  This  is  a major  Objective  of  the  tax  surcharge  and  the  expenditure 
cut  and  it  has  certainly  been  a factor  in  influencing  our  monetary  policy  as  well. 
These  measures  to  moderate  the  rate  of  economic  growth  and,  thereby,  improve 
our  trade  position  are  reinforced  by  other  aspects  of  our  broad  and  comprehen- 
sive balance  of  payments  program. 

In  the  long  run,  all  countries  must  persistently  work  to  improve  the  operation 
of  the  adjustment  process  because  efforts  to  reach  equilibrium  may  have  impor- 
tant effects  on  unemployment,  prices  and  the  domestic  growth  rate.  Too  sharp 
a deflationary  policy  is  not  acceptable — and  in  the  case  of  the  United  States 
for  example,  the  slow-down  would  really  have  to  be  ver.y  substantial  to  have 
sufficient  effect  through  reducing  imports  or  inducing  exports  to  solve  our  prob- 
lem by  that  measure  alone. 

Summary 

In  summary,  we  have  seen  that  the  pre-eminent  role  of  the  United  States  in  the 
International  financial  system  is  rapidly  evolving  into  one  of  financial  partner- 
ship with  the  other  countries  of  the  world.  This  evolution  has  involved  a shift 
of  more  responsibility  to  these  other  countries.  It  requires  the  implementation 
of  principles — for  example,  that  foreign  exchange  costs  incurred  for  purposes 
of  mutual  security  should  'be  neutralized  in  the  common  interest.  This  new 
partnership  also  involves  sharing  more  broadly  the  responsibility  of  extending 
economic  assistance  to  the  lesser  developed  areas  of  the  world.  This  partnership 
requires  positive  action  bo  reduce  nontariff  barriers  to  accelerate  the  flow  of 
trade,  and  improved  access  to  capital  markets. 

With  this  type  of  international  cooperation,  the  international  financial  sys- 
tem and  the  adjustment  process  will  work  in  a way  which  will  foster  freer  trade 
in  goods  and  freer  flows  of  capital  in  an  atmosphere  of  expanding  world  trade. 


Exhibit  57. — Press  release,  December  21,  1967,  announcing  the  signing  of  an 
exchange  agreement  by  the  United  States  and  Mexico 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Henry  H.  Fowler  and  the  Ambassador  of  Mexico, 
Hugo  B.  Margain,  today  signed  a $100,000,000  Exchange  Stabilization  Agreement 
between  the  United ; States  Treasury,  the  Bank  of  Mexico,  and  the  Government 
of  Mexico,  replacing  a similar  agreement  signed  in  December  1965,  which  expires 
at  the  end  of  1967.  The  1965  agreement  was  in  the  amount  of  $75,000,000  and 
was  increased  to  $100,000,000  in  May  1967. 

The  Agreement  signed  today  represents  a continuation  of  stabilization  arrange- 
ments between  the  United  States  and  Mexico  which  have  been  in  effect  since 
1941,  and  have  proved  beneficial  to  the  financial  relationships  between  the  two 
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countries.  The  agreement  provides  reciprocal  swap  facilities  available  for  use 
both  by  Mexico  and  by  the  United  States.  These  swap  facilities  strengthen  the 
ability  of  the  financial  authorities  to  cooperate  effectively  and  to  conduct  such 
stabilization  operations  as  may  he  desirable  from  time  to  time  to  promote  stable 
and  orderly  conditions  in  the  exchange  markets. 

The  new  agreement  will  be  effective  during  the  2-year  period  ending  December 
31,  1969. 


Exhibit  58. — Press  Release,  January  18,  1968,  announcing  publication  of  a docu- 
mentary report  on  “Maintaining  the  Strength  of  the  United  States  Dollar  in  a 

Strong  Free  World  Economy” 

The  U.S.  Treasury  Department  today  released  a documentary  report  on  “Main- 
taining the  Strength  of  the  United  States  Dollar  in  a Strong  Free  World 
Economy.” 

The  229-page  document  describes  in  detail  the  background  and  reasons  for  the 
Action  Program  announced  by  President  Johnson  in  his  New  Year’s  Day  mes- 
sage to  the  nation  on  the  balance  of  payments.  The  report  also  reviews  what  has 
been  done  and  what  is  proposed — both  short  and  long-term — to  bring  the  nation’s 
balance  of  payments  into  equilibrium  and  keep  it  there — an  equilibrium  described 
by  the  President  as  “a  national  and  international  responsibility  of  the  highest 
priority.” 

In  a foreword  to  the  report,  Treasury  Secretary  Henry  H.  Fowler  said  that  the 
U.S.  program  necessarily  must  involve  cooperative  actions  by  and  with  other 
nations.  “Without  such  cooperation,”  Mr.  Fowler  said,  “it  is  not  possible  to 
achieve  U.S.  payments  equilibrium  in  a manner  conducive  in  the  long  term  to  an 
increased  flow  of  trade  and  capital  and  to  viable  and  sturdy  arrangements  for 
the  security  and  development  of  the  free  world.”  Achievement  of  balance  com- 
patible with  these  objectives,  he  noted,  will  call  for  adjustments  by  America’s 
trading  .partners  and  allies  as  well  as  by  the  United  States. 

The  Secretary  also  said  that  the  acceptance  and  execution  of  the  U.S.  program 
will  require  the  understanding,  support,  and  participation  of  the  entire  Execu- 
tive Branch  of  the  Government,  the  Congress  and  the  American  people — business, 
labor,  financial,  and  farm  groups  alike.  He  advocated  speeding-up  plans  for  the 
creation  of  new  reserves — Special  Drawing  Rights  in  the  International  Mone- 
tary Fund — “as  our  movement  toward  payments  balance  curbs  the  flow  of  dollars 
into  international  reserves.”  A plan  for  such  Special  Drawing  Rights  was  ap- 
proved at  Rio  de  Janeiro  last  September  by  the  IMF’s  107  member  countries. 

The  Treasury  document  cited  these  “key  resources”  as  ones  which  give  the 
United  States  the  strength  to  deal  with  its  underlying  long-range  payments  prob- 
lems both  constructively  and  sensibly  : 

— A strong  economy  with  a gross  national  product  in  excess  of  $800  billion — 
representing  40  to  45  percent  of  world  output ; 

— a large  stock  of  foreign  assets  with  powerful  earnings  potential.  Gross  assets 
abroad — public  and  private — total  more  than  $110  billion.  The  U.S.  net  long- 
term asset  position — approximately  $70  billion — has  increased  every  year  for  20 
years.  Private  overseas  assets  alone  now  generate  annual  earnings  of  about  $6 
billion ; 

— a basic  trade  surplus  which  totaled  approximately  $4  billion  last  year  on 
which  the  U.S.  must  build ; 

— a strong  reserve  position — nearly  $15  billion,  or  about  20  percent  of  world 
reserves — even  after  losses  of  the  past  few  years. 

The  report  pointed  out  that  “we  can  build  on  these  elements  of  strength  and 
move  toward  balance  of  payments  equilibrium  through  short-  and  long-range 
measures  vigorously  implemented,”  and  that  passage  of  time  “Will  ameliorate 
forces  that  presently  exacerbate  the  balance  of  payments  deficit  and  hide  the 
fundamental  progress  achieved.” 

Ideally,  the  Treasury  Department  said,  “the  United  States  would  solve  its 
balance  of  payments  problem  through  a gradual,  long-range  approach  in  which 
there  was  no  interference  with  the  free  movement  of  goods  and  services,  capital 
or  people.”  However,  the  Treasury  said,  “the  situation  that  confronts  the  United 
States  today  requires  prompt  and  major  corrective  action.  Long-term  measures 
alone  that  take  hold  gradually  over  time  are  not  sufficient.” 

The  Action  Program  announced  by  President  Johnson  on  January  1 consists 
of  general  and  specific  measures,  including  short-range  and  long-range  actions. 
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designed  to  reduce  sharply  the  U.S.  payments  deficit  in  1968,  and  bring  it  into — 
or  close  to — e(]uilibriinn. 

Direct  measures  include : 

— Mandatory  limits  on  direct  investments  abroad  by  U.S.  companies  to  reduce 
the  payments  deficit  in  1968  by  .fl  billion ; 

— A voluntary  program  for  reducing  foreign  credits  from  U.S.  banks  and  other 
financial  institutions,  expected  to  bring  a net  inflow  of  at  least  $500  million  in 
such  credits  in  1968 ; 

— Encouragement  of  more  foreign  travel  to  the  United  States ; deferment  of 
nonessential  American  travel  outside  the  Western  Hemisphere  for  the  next  2 
years,  and  exploring  of  appropriate  legislation,  all  to  reduce  the  U.S.  travel  deficit 
by  $500  million ; 

— A further  reduction  of  $500  million  in  the  foreign  exchange  impact  of  Govern- 
ment programs  over^as  through  negotiations  with  our  NATO  allies  to  minimize 
foreign  exchange  costs  of  keeping  our  troops  in  Europe  by  purchases  in  the 
United  States  of  more  defense  equipment  and  investment  of  exchange  receipts 
in  long-term  U.'S.  securities;  reduction  of  personal  spending  by  U.S.  forces  and 
their  dependents  ; reduction  in  the  number  of  American  civilians  working  over- 
seas, and  reduction  of  Agency  for  International  Development  foreign  exchange 
costs  by  at  least  $100  million  in  1968 ; 

— Activities  to  increase  the  U.S.  trade  surplus  by  encouraging  exports,  with  a 
goal  of  a $500  million  increase  in  exports  in  1968.  Congress  will  be  asked  to  sup- 
port an  intensified  5-year  program  to  promote  the  sale  of  U.S.  industrial  and 
agricultural  products  in  foreign  markets ; $500  million  will  be  earmarked  by  the 
Export-Import  Bank  to  provide  better  export  insurance,  to  expand  guarantees 
for  export  financing,  and  to  broaden  the  scope  of  Government  financing  of  ex- 
ports ; the  Export-Import  Bank  will  encourage  banks  to  help  firms  increase  their 
exports,  and  the  Commerce  Department  will  begin  a Joint  Export  Association 
program  to  provide  financial  support  to  American  companies  joining  together 
to  sell  abroad.  Discussions  have  been  initiated,  particularly  with  nations  having 
balance  of  payments  surpluses,  to  minimize  the  handicaps  to  U.S.  trade  which 
grise  from  differences  in  national  tax  systems. 

The  Treasury  said  the  Action  Program  “will  entail  sacrifices  in  this  country 
and  it  may  cause  difficulties  for  some  foreign  countries.”  But  in  order  to  assure 
a fair  sharing  of  these  sacrifices,  the  Treasury  said,  the  program  has  been  widely 
spread  over  all  sectors  of  the  U.S.  economy.  To  minimize  adverse  effects  on  the 
world  economy,  the  program  distinguishes  among  groups  of  countries  on  the 
basis  of  their  ability  to  absorb  reductions  in  their  foreign  exchange  receipts. 

“Restrictive  measures  are  temporary,”  the  Treasury  said.  “The  policy  of  the 
United  States  is  to  support  the  unrestricted  international  flow  of  goods,  services 
and  capital  under  a stable  international  monetary  system  based  on  fixed  values 
for  currencies  defined  in  terms  of  gold  or  the  dollar,  linked  at  $35  an  ounce.” 

An  appropriate  long-range  balance  of  payments  solution  for  the  United  States 
must,  the  Treasury  said,  be  based  on  a substantial  and  growing  surplus  in  trade 
and  services,  including  earnings  from  U.S.  foreign  investments. 

“Unfortunately,  after  a period  of  unprecedented  stability,  U.S.  prices  and  costs 
rose  in  1966  and  1967.  The  rapid  expansion  in  the  U.S.  economy  that  is  now 
under  way  threatens  a further  rise  in  prices  and  costs.  This  would  endanger 
our  economic  prosperity  and  undermine  our  competitive  position  in  world  mar- 
kets * * * The  most  urgent  business  before  Congress  is  to  complete  this  anti- 
inflation program  by  enacting  a temporary  surcharge  on  income  and  profits 
taxes,”  the  Treasury  said. 

“Even  a strong  fiscal  policy  and  a stringent  credit  policy  cannot  maintain  price 
stability,”  it  noted,  “unless  business  and  labor  are  willing  to  follow  price-wage 
practices  that  conform  to  the  needs  of  our  economy  * » * The  country  cannot  af- 
ford the  loss  of  output  resulting  from  crippling  work  stoppages  in  critical  indus- 
tries. They  reduce  our  exports  and  increase  our  imports.” 

The  mandatory  controls  on  direct  investment  outflows,  the  firmer  voluntary 
guidelines  for  banks  and  the  request  to  defer  nonessential  travel  outside  the 
Western  Hemisphere  “are  all  measures  which  the  United  States  has  adopted 
very  reluctantly.  The  high  cost  of  these  measures  is  in  itself  a dramatic  witness 
to  the  priority  the  United  States  attaches  to  doing  its  full  share  in  reducing  the 
imbalance  in  world  payments — and  to  the  recognition  that  a breakdown  of  the 
s.ystem  would  have  involved  far  higher  costs  for  the  U.S.  and  even  more  for  the 
vvoi'ld  economy,”  the  report  said. 

The  reduction  of  the  deficit  in  the  U.S.  balance  of  payments  must  be  allowed, 
and  even  encouraged,  by  the  rest  of  the  world,  the  Treasury  pointed  out,  adding 
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that  “major  positive  measures”  by  other  countries  are  required  to  bring  about 
payments  equilibrium  “consistent  with  the  achievement  of  sound  world  economic 
growth  and  freer  as  well  as  growing  international  transactions.” 

Treasury  said  it  is  a matter  of  the  highest  priority  for  European  governments, 
particularly  the  governments  of  the  EEC  countries,  to  face  fully  the  fact  that 
their  balance  of  payments  positions  must  show  a large  change  from  excessive 
surplus  to  much  more  moderate  surplus,  perhai>s  even  to  moderate  deficit,  for  a 
short  period. 

The  document  was  placed  on  sale  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  Govern- 
ment Printing  OflSce. 


Exhibit  59. — Press  Release,  March  4, 1968,  announcing  the  signing  of  an  exchange 
agreement  by  the  United  States  and  Nicaragua 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Henry  H.  Fowler,  the  Ambassador  of  Nicaragua, 
Guillermo  Sevilla-Sacasa,  and  the  Minister  of  Finance  and  Public  Credit  of 
Nicaragua,  General  Gustavo  Montiel,  today  signed  a $4.75  million  Exchange 
Agreement  between  the  United  States  Treasury  and  the  Government  and  Central 
Bank  of  Nicaragua. 

The  Exchange  Agreement  is  for  a 1-year  period.  It  is  designed  to  assist 
Nicaragua  in  its  efforts  to  maintain  economic  stability  and  freedom,  in  its  trade 
and  exchange  system.  The  Agreement  provides  for  the  conduct  of  exchange 
operations,  as  deemed  mutually  desirable  and  advantageous.  The  United  States 
may  purchase  Nicaraguan  cordobas  with  dollars  from  time  to  time,  and 
Nicaragua  will  subsequently  repurchase  the  cordobas. 

These  operations  will  have  as  their  objective  the  promotion  of  confidence  in 
the  foreign  exchange  market  and  increasing  trade  and  other  exchanges  between 
the  two  countries. 

The  Agreement  signed  today  complements  the  $19  million  standby  arrangement 
with  Nicaragua  anpounced  on  February  26,  1968,  by  the  International  Monetary 
Fund. 


Exhibit  60. — Press  Release,  March  8,  1968,  announcing  a U.S.  drawing  from  the 
International  Monetary  Fund 

The  Treasury  Department  will  draw  $200  million  in  various  foreign  currencies 
from  the  International  Monetary  Fund  today. 

The  currencies  to  be  drawn  and  their  dollar  equivalent  values  are : 


Netherlands  Guilders $100  million 

Italian  Lire 50  million 

German  Marks 35  million 

Belgian  Francs 15  million 


The  foreign  exchange  drawn  from  the  International  Monetary  Fund  will  be 
used  to  finance  U.S.  international  payments  by  repaying  short-term  swap  draw- 
ings made  by  the  United  States  late  in  1967.  These  drawings  were  made  to  facili- 
tate the  orderly  functioning  of  the  international  exchanges  at  a time  when  there 
were  large  flows  of  funds  across  the  exchanges  in  connection  with  uncertainties 
attendant  upon  the  position  of  the  pound  sterling  and  its  devaluation.  Most  of 
the  swap  drawings  made  at  that  time  have  subsequently  been  settled. 

The  current  IMF  drawings,  together  with  past  drawings,  brings  the  total 
drawn  by  the  United  States  from  the  IMF  to  $1,840  million  since  1964.  The 
amount  subject  to  repayment  by  the  United  States  to  the  IMF  amounts  to  only 
$833  million,  however,  because  of  U.S.  dollar  drawings  from  the  IMF  by  other 
countries,  including  the  amount  of  $201  million  in  U.S.  dollars  most  recently 
drawn  by  Canada.  Drawing  rights  in  the  IMF  gold  tranche  (virtually  automatic 
U.S.  drawing  rights  in  the  Fund)  of  $457  million  will  remain. 


Exhibit  61. — Press  Release,  March  18,  1968,  announcing  the  signing  of  an 
exchange  agreement  by  the  United  States  and  Venezuela 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Henry  H.  Fowler  and  the  President  of  the  Central 
Bank  of  Venezuela,  Benito  Raul  Losada,  signed  a $50  million  Exchange  Agree- 
ment today  in  Washington. 
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The  new  Agreement  will  be  in  effect  for  2 years.  It  represents  a continuation 
of  monetary  cooperation  arrangements  between  the  United  States  Treasury  and 
the  Venezuelan  Central  Bank.  The  first  Exchange  Agreement  between  the  two 
countries  was  signed  in  Caracas  on  March  18,  1966.  The  earlier  Agreement  ex- 
pires today  and  is  being  replaced  by  the  new  Agreement  just  signed. 

The  Agreement  provides  for  reciprocal  currency  “swap”  facilities  under  which : 

— The  U.S.  Treasury  Exchange  Stabilization  Fund  may  purchase  Venezuelan 
bolivares  in  exchange  for  dollars,  and 

— ^The  Venezuelan  Central  Bank  may  purchase  United  States  dollars  in  ex- 
change for  bolivares, 

— Up  to  $50  million,  at  times  and  in  amounts  as  may  be  mutually  agreed. 

The  availability  of  these  cuyencies  to  the  two  countries  will  increase  the 
ability  of  their  financial  authorities  to  cooperate  effectively  in  international 
economic  affairs,  and  to  promote  stable  and  orderly  conditions  in  exchange 
markets. 


Exhibit  62. — Press  Release,  April  30, 1968,  announcing  the  signing  of  an  exchange 
agreement  by  the  United  States  and  Argentina 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Heni-y  H.  Fowler  and  the  Ambassador  of  Argentina, 
His  Excellency  Alvaro  Alsogaray,  today  signed  a $75  million  Exchange  Agree- 
ment in  Washington. 

The  new  Agreement  provides  for  reciprocal  cnrrency  “swap”  facilities  which 
enable  either  the  United  States  or  Argentina  to  draw  the  currency  of  the  other 
country  up  to  an  aggregate  amount  of  $75  million.  The  drawings  may  be  made 
at  times  and  in  amounts  that  are  mutually  agreeable  to  both  countries. 

The  new  Agreement  will  be  in  effect  for  one  year.  It  replaces  an  expiring  1-year 
Agreement  signed  May  2, 1967. 

The  reciprocal  availability  of  currencies  will  increase  the  ability  of  financial 
authorities  of  the  United  States  and  Argentina  to  cooperate  effectively  in  inter- 
national economic  affairs,  and  to  promote  stable  and  orderly  conditions  in  the 
foreign  exchange  markets. 


Exhibit  63. — Other  Treasury  testimony  published  in  hearings  before  congres- 
sional committees,  July  1,  1967-June  30,  1968 

Secretary  Fowler 

Statement  on  the  new  plan  for  international  monetary  reserves,  published  in 
hearings  before  the  Subcommittee  O'n  International  Exchange  and  Payments  of 
the  Joint  Economic  Committee,  U.S.  Congress,  90th  Congress,  1st  session, 
September  14, 1967,  pages  2-19. 

Statement  published  in  hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, House  of  Representatives,  90th  Congress,  2d  session  on  H.R.  14743,  a bill 
to  eliminate  the  reserve  requirements  for  Federal  Reserve  notes  and  for  U.S. 
notes  and  Treasury  notes  of  1890,  January  23, 1968,  pages  4-21. 

Statement  on  the  balance  of  payments  and  international  finance  published  in 
hearings  before  the  Joint  Economic  Committee  (Part  I),  U.S.  Congress,  90th 
Congress,  2d  session,  February  15,  1968,  pages  277-279  and  284r-290. 

Statement  published  in  hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
U.S.  Senate,  90th  Congress,  2d  session  on  S.  3423  and  H.R.  16911,  bills  to  pro- 
vide for  United  States  participation  in  the  facility  based  on  Special  Drawing 
Rights  in  the  International  Monetary  Fund,  May  13,  1968,  pages  2-28. 

Statement  published  in  hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
U.S.  Senate,  90th  Congress,  2d  session  on  S.  3378,  a bill  to  provide  for  increased 
participation  by  the  United  States  in  the  International  Development  Association, 
May  21, 1968,  pages  2-15. 

Statement  published  in  hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Finance,  U.S.  Senate, 
90th  Congress,  2d  session,  on  H.R.  16241,  an  act  to  extend  the  tax  on  the  trans- 
portation of  persons  by  air  and  to  reduce  the  personal  exemption  from  duty  in 
the  case  of  returning  residents,  June  25, 1968,  pages  15-62. 

Under  Secretary  Barr 

Statement  published  in  hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, House  of  Representatives,  90th  Congress,  1st  session  on  H.R.  6649,  a bill 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


EXHIBITS 


465 


to  amend  the  Export-Import  Bank  Act  of  1945,  to  shorten  the  name  of  the  Bank, 
to  extend  to  5 years  the  period  vsdthin  which  the  Bank  is  authorized  to  exercise 
its  functions,  and  to  increase  the  Bank’s  lending  authority  and  its  authority  to 
issue  against  fractional  reserves,  export  credit  insurance  and  guarantees, 
September  12,  1967,  pages  5-6. 

Statement  published  in  hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
U.S.  Senate,  90th  Congress,  2d  session  on  S.  2975,  a bill  to  provide  for  increased 
participation  of  the  United  States  in  the  Inter-American  Development  Bank, 
March  25, 1968,  pages  1-5. 

Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  Deming 

Statement  on  the  new  plan  for  international  monetary  reserves,  published  in 
hearings  before  the  Subcommittee  on  International  Exchange  and  Payments 
of  the  Joint  Economic  Committee,  U.S.  Congress,  90th  Congress,  1st  session, 
September  14, 1967,  pages  20-27. 

Assistant  Secretary  Petty 

Statement  published  in  hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, House  of  Representatives,  90th  Congress,  2d  session  on  H.R.  16162,  a bill 
to  enable  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  approve  extension  of 
certain  loans,  guarantees,  and  insurance.  May  13,  1968,  pages  10-12. 


Gold  and  Silver  Operations  ' 

Exhibit  64. — Press  release,  July  14,  1967,  concerning  Treasury  sales  of  silver 

Success  of  the  Treasury  Department’s  coinage  program  in  producing  silverless 
“clad”  coins  in  numbers  which  can  meet  any  foreseeable  needs  has  led  to  a 
decision  to  halt  Treasury  sales  of  silver  at  $1.29  an  ounce. 

Future  Treasury  sales  of  silver  will  be  at  going  market  prices  in  amounts  up 
to  2 million  ounces  a week. 

The  former  price  was  maintained  by  Treasury  in  order  to  keep  silver  coins 
circulating  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  national  economy. 

The  rights  of  people  who  hold  U.S.  silver  certificates  to  exchange  them  for 
silver  at  the  $1.29  rate  will  not  be  affected.  Also,  the  legal  prohibition  against 
melting,  treatment  or  export  of  U.S.  silver  coins  will  remain  in  effect. 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Henry  H.  Fowler,  acting  on  a recommendation  made 
today  at  a meeting  of  the  Joint  Commission  on  the  Coinage,  has  halted  all  sales 
of  Treasury  silver  at  the  $1.29  price,  effective  immediately,  and  has  stated  that 
the  Department  will  consult  with  General  Services  Administration  on  arrange- 
ments for  conducting  future  sales  of  Treasury  silver. 

It  will  be  sold,  as  recommended  by  the  Coinage  Commission,  under  a competi- 
tive sealed  bid  procedure,  with  small,  as  well  as  large,  purchasers  given  the 
opportunity  to  bid  for  it,  and  in  amounts  to  be  determined  for  each  sale  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Details  of  the  bidding  and  selling  procedure  will  be 
announced  as  soon  as  they  are  worked  out. 

The  Secretary  will  make  reports  from  time  to  time  to  the  Coinage  Commission 
on  Treasury  silver  supplies  and  the  results  of  these  sales. 

Because  world  demand  for  silver,  which  exceeds  world  supplies,  would 
threaten  the  U.S.  silver  coinage,  the  Treasury,  in  1965,  obtained  enactment  of 
legislation  to  allow  the  minting  of  new  dimes  and  quarters  containing  no  silver, 
and  a half-dollar  with  silver  content  reduced. 

Since  then,  in  2 years,  the  Mints  have  worked  on  expedited  schedules,  to 
produce  8%  billion  of  the  new,  silverless  dimes  and  quarters,  as  compared  to 
total  Mint  production  of  I2V2  billion  dimes  and  quarters  over  the  prior  25  years. 

The  Treasury  found  it  necessary,  in  mid-May  of  this  year,  to  confine  sales  at 
$1.29  an  ounce  to  U.S.  buyers  normally  using  silver  in  their  operations  and  to 
invoke  its  legal  authority  to  prohibit  melting,  treatment  or  export  of  silver 
coins.  This  came  about  because  of  a rapid  rise  in  purchases  of  Treasury  silver 
which  started  in  early  May  and  threatened  to  exhaust  existing  stocks.  Until  then, 
the  Treasury  had  been  selling  at  the  $1.29  an  ounce  price  to  all  comers,  in 
order  to  keep  the  world  price  of  silver  down  until  the  point  could  be  reached 
in  new  coin  production  at  which  the  supply  of  the  older  silver  coins  would  not 
be  a critical  factor  in  maintaining  orderly  commercial  transactions. 
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At  that  time,  on  May  18,  the  Treasury  estimated  that  hy  the  end  of  this  year, 
if  not  earlier,  there  should  be  enough  of  the  new  coins  to  meet  all  U.S.  needs. 
Today’s  decision  represents  the  conclusion  of  the  .Toint  Coininission  on  the  Coin- 
age, as  well  as  that  of  Treasury  and  Mint  officials,  that  this  point  has  now 
been  reached. 

With  an  estimated  8%  billion  dimes  and  quarters  in  circulation,  the  Treasury 
had  produced  8^  billion  new.  coins  of  these  denominations  as  of  yesterday. 
Moreover,  Mint  production  is  planned  at  a rate  of  300  million  coins  a month  for 
the  balance  of  this  year,  and  the  Treasury  has  enough  of  the  new  coin  blanks 
on  hand  to  increase  this  production  rate  to  700  million  a month  if  necessary. 

The  chart  below  shows  how  Treasury  coinage  production  met  the  need  for 
new  coins  over  the  past  2^  years. 


PRODUCTION  OF  CLAD  DIMES  AND  QUARTERS 


Exhibit  65. — Amendments  to  silver  regulations,  September  21,  1967 

Title  31— MONEY  AND  FINANCE:  TREASURY 

Chapter  I— Monetary  Offices,  Department  of  the  Treasury 

PART  56— OFFICE  OF  DOMESTIC  GOLD  AND  SILVER  OPERATIONS  SALE  OF  SILVER 

PART  93— OFFICE  OF  DOMESTIC  GOLD  AND  SILVER  OPERATIONS  PROCEDURES  AND 

DESCRIPTIONS  OF  FORMS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

On  July  14,  1967,  the  Treasury  Department  discontinued  sales  of  silver  at 
$1.2929292  per  fine  troy  ounce.  Since  that  date,  sales  of  silver  have  been  con- 
ducted by  , the  General  Services  Administration  for  the  Treasury  Department 
under  competitive  bidding  procedures.  Part  56  is  hereby  amended  to  describe 
the  conditions  under  which  such  sales  are  carried  out.  Because  of  the  nature 
and  purpose  of  this  part,  it  was  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure  were 
impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to  the  public  iutei'est. 

1.  Section  56.1  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows  : 

§ 56.1  Conditions  upon  which  silver  will  be  sold. 

The  General  Services  Administration,  as  agent  for  the  Treasury  Department, 
will  conduct  periodic  sales  of  silver  as  agreed  upon  between  GSA  and  the  Treas- 
ury Department.  Sales  will  be  under  competitive  bidding  procedures  established 
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by  agreement  between  GSA  and  the  Treasury  Department.  Details  of  the  bidding 
and  selling  procedures  are  obtainable  by  telephone  or  by  writing  to  General 
Services  Administration,  Property  Management  and  Disposal  Service,  Industry 
Materials  Division,  Metais  Project,  Washington,  D.C.  20405. 

2.  Section  56.2  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§56.2  Sales  price. 

Sales  of  silver  will  be  at  prices  offered  through  the  competitive  bidding  proce- 
dures referred  to  in  § 56.1,  and  accepted  by  the  GSA. 

§ 93.75  [Deleted] 

3.  For  the  same  reasons  as  the  revision  of  Part  56  above,  § 93.75  of  Part  93  is 
hereby  deieted. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  Public  Law  90-29,  approved  June  24,  1967,  silver 
certificates  will  continue  to  be  exchangeable  for  silver  on  demand  until  June  24, 
1968,  and  as  specified  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  notice  appearing  at  29  F.R. 
3819,  March  27,  1964. 

[seal]  Fredeuick  L.  Deming, 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 

for  Monetary  Affairs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  67-11144  ; Filed,  Sept.  21, 1967  ; 8 ;47  a.m.] 


Exhibit  66. — Press  release,  March  17,  1968,  concerning  amendments  of  Treasury 

gold  regulations 

Pursuant  to  agreements  announced  by  the  central  banks  of  Belgium,  Germany, 
Italy,  the  Netherlands,  Switzerland,  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  United  States 
in  Washington  on  March  17,  1968,*  the  Treasury  Department  has  issued  amend- 
ments of  the  Treasury  Gold  Regulations,  effective  immediately. 

The  Treasury  will  no  longer  purchase  gold  in  the  private  market  nor  will  it  sell 
gold  for  industi'ial,  professional  or  artistic  uses,  liie  private  holding  of  gold  in 
the  United  States  or  by  U.S.  citizens  and  companies  abroad  continues  to  be  pro- 
hibited except  pursuant  to  existing  regulations. 

The  Gold  Regulations  have  been  amended  to  permit  domestic  producers  to  sell 
and  export  freely  to  foreign  buyers  as  \yell  as  to  authorized  domestic  users. 
Authorized  domestic  users  regularly  engaged  in  an  industry,  profession,  or  art  in 
which  gold  is  required  may  continue  to  import  gold  or  to  purchase  gold  from 
domestic  producers  within  the  limits  of  their  licenses  or  authorizations  in  the 
Gold  Regulations. 


Exhibit  67. — Amendments  to  gold  regulations,  March  18,  1968 
Title  31— MONEY  AND  FINANCE:  TREASURY 
Chapter  I — Monetary  OflSces,  Department  of  the  Treasury 
PART  54— GOLD  REGULATIONS 

Import  of  Gold  by  Persons  Holding  Treasury  Licenses  and  Export  of  Newly 

Mined  Domestic  Gold 

The  purposes  of  the  amendments  set  forth  below  are  to  provide  that  the  Mints 
shall  no  longer  purchase  or  sell  gold,  and  to  provide  that  newly  mined  domestic 
gold  may  be  exported.  Persons  regularly  engaged  in  an  industry,  profession,  or 
art,  who  require  gold  for  legitimate,  customary,  and  ordinary  use,  or  persons 
holding  Treasury  gold  licenses  may  co'ntinue  to  acquire  newly  mined  gold  or  to 
import  gold  into  the  United  States  for  authorized  uses.  Because  of  the  nature  of 
these  amendments,  their  relationship  to  the  international  monetary  system,  and 
the  consequent  necessity  for  making  them  effective  immediately,  it  is  found  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  are  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest. 


' See  exhibit  39. 
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1.  Section  54.7  is  amended  by  inserting  “(a)”  at  the  beginning  thereof,  and 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following ; 

§54.7  General  provisions  affecting  export  licenses. 

$ 4 ^ ^ 


(b)  This  section  shaii  not  apply  to  exports  of  gold  authorized  under  § 54.25(h). 
§ 54.19  [Amended] 

2.  Section  54.19(h)  (1)  is  deleted. 

3.  Section  54.19(c)  is  amended  by  deleting  “to  the  United  States  and”. 

§ 54.21  [Amended] 

4.  Section  54.21(a)  (1)  is  amended  by  deleting  therefrom  the  words  “unmeited 
scrap.” 

5.  Section  54.21(a)(3)  is  amended  by  deieting  therefrom  “to  the  United 
States,”. 

6.  Section  54.21(a)  (4)  is  amended  by  deleting  therefrom  “to  the  United  States 
or”. 

§ 54.23  [Amended] 

7.  Section  54.23  is  amended  by  deleting  therefrom  “,  or  for  saie  to  the  United 
States”. 

8.  Section  54.25(b)  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  foliowing : 

§ 54.25  Licenses. 


4=  « « >1:  9 ^ 

(b)  lAcenses  and  authorizations  for  the  exporting  of  gold.  * « * 

(5)  Gold  recovered  from  natural  deposits  in  the  United  States  or  any  place 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  thereof,  which  shall  not  have  entered  into  monetary  or 
industrial,  professional,  or  artistic  use  may  be  exported  from  the  United  States 
for  disposition  to  a person  not  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States, 
or  to  a person  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  who  is  licensed  to 
acquire  such  gold  without  the  necessity  of  obtaining  a license  therefor.  With 
respect  to  each  such  export,  such  information  shall  be  furnished  in  such  form  and 
at  such  time  as  the  Director,  OflBce  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations 
requires  under  § 54.26(a). 


§§54.36-54.52  [Revoked] 

9.  Sections  54.36  to  54.52,  inclusive,  are  hereby  revolced. 

Parts  92  and  93  shall  be  deemed  to  be  modified  to  the  extent  necessary  to  con- 
foi-m  to  the  amendments  to  Part  54  made  herein. 

(Sec.  5(b),  40  Stat.  415:,  as  ameinied,  secs.  3,  8,  9,  11,  48  Stat.  340,  341,  342  ; 12  U.S.C.  95a, 
31  U.S.C.  442,  733,  734,  822b  ; E.O.  6260,  Aug.  28,  1933,  as  amended  by  E.O.  10896,  25  F.R. 
12281,  E.O.  10905,  26  P.R.  321,  E.O.  11037,  27  F.R.  6967;  3 CFR,  1959-63  Comp,  and 
E.O.  6359,  Oct.  25,  1933,  E.O.  9193,  as  amended,  7 F.R.  5205  ; 3 CFR,  1943  Cum.  Supp., 
E.O.  10289,  16  F.R.  9499,  3 CFR,  1949-53  Comp.,  except  as  otherwise  noted) 


This  amendment  shall  become  effective  on  filing  with  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register; 


Henry  H.  Fowler, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


[F.R.  Doc.  68-3385 ; Filed,  Mar.  18,  1968  ; 9 : 01  a.m.] 


Exhibit  68.— Amendments  to  gold  regulations,  April  15,  1968 
Title  31— MONEY  AND  FINANCE:  TREASURY 
Chapter  I — Monetary  OflSces,  Department  of  the  Treasury 
PART  54— GOLD  REGULATIONS 
Transactions  in  Gold 

Licensing  of  persons  to  trade  in  gold ; prohibitions  against  transactions  in  mone- 
taiTf  gold ; and  transactions  in  which  persons  may  act  as  brokers  or  provide  safe- 
keeping services  for  goid. 
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The  purposes  of  the  amendments  set  forth  below  are ; (1)  To  make  it  clear  that 
the  Director,  Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations,  will  henceforth  con- 
sider applications  for  licenses  submitted  by  persons  wishing  to  engage  in  the  busi- 
ness of  buying  and  selling  gold  required  by  authorized  industrial,  professional, 
and  artistic  users,  and  to  set  forth  in  more  detail  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
these  licenses ; and  (2)  to  clarify  existing  regulations  to  indicate  that  persons 
(including  banks)  may,  without  being  licensed,  purchase  gold  for  the  account 
of  persons  licensed  or  otherwise  authorized  to  acquire  gold  pursuant  to  Part  54, 
and  offer  custodial  storage  and  safekeeping  services  for  such  licensed  or  author- 
ized persons.  Persons  acting  as  agents  may  not  themselves  acquire  any  interest 
in  the  gold  which  they  buy,  sell,  or  hold  i]i  safekeeping  for  the  account  of  another, 
nor  extend  credit  beyond  the  normal  time  necessary  for  the  remittance  of  funds. 

Persons  who  hold  Treasury  gold  licenses  or  who  otherwise  are  authorized  by 
the  regulations  may  continue  to  acquire  newly  mined  gold  or  to  import  gold  into 
the  United  States  for  authorized  uses.  Henceforth,  all  transactions  in  gold  with 
foreign  monetary  authorities  are  prohibited. 

In  addition,  some  technical  changes  are  made  in  certain  provisions  of  the  regu- 
lations in  order  to  conform  them  with  the  amendments  to  the  Gold  Regulations 
issued  on  March  18, 1968  (33  F.R.  4677). 

Because  the  nature  of  these  amendments  is  to  clarify  existing  regulations, 
and  there  is  a necessity  for  making  them  effective  immediately,  it  is  found  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  are  unnecessary. 

(Sec.  5(b),  40  Stat.  415,  as  amended,  secs.  3,  8,  9,  11,  48  Stat.  340,  341,  342  ; 12  D.S.C.  95a, 
31  D.S.C.  442,  733,  734,  822b  ; E.O.  6260,  Aug.  28,  1933,  as  amended  by  E.O.  10896,  25  F.E. 
12281,  E.O.  10905,  26  F.E.  321,  E.O.  11037,  27  F.E,  6967  ; 3 CPE,  1959-1963  Comp. ; and 
E.O.  6359,  Oct.  25,  1933,  E.O.  9193,  as  amended,  7 F.E.  5205,  3 CFE,  1943,  Cum.  Supp. ; 
E.O.  10289,  16  F.E,  9499,  3 CFE,  1949-1953  Comp. ; except  as  otherwise  noted) 

§ 54.2  [Amended] 

1.  Section  54.2(a)  is  amended  by  deleting  therefrom  “54.34”  and  substituting 
therefor  “54.35”,  and  is  further  amended  by  deleting  therefrom  “ ; and  § § 54.35  to 
54.52  refer  particularly  to  sections  8 and  9 of  the  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended”. 

§ 54.4  [Amended] 

2.  Section  54.4(a)  (9)  (iii)  is  amended  by  deleting  therefrom  “,?35  per  troy 
ounce  of  fine  gold  content”  and  substituting  therefor  the  words  “the  cost  to  the 
manufacturer  of  the  gold  in  the  article”. 

3.  Section  54.4(a)  (12)  is  amended  by  deleting  therefrom  the  words  “and 
includes,  but  not  by  way  of  limitation,  acts  of  agency  with  respect  thereto 
although  the  principal  be  unknown”. 

§54.6  [Amended] 

4.  Section  54.6(b)  is  amended  by  deleting  therefrom  “such  advice”  and  sub- 
stituting therefor  “any  notice  from  the  Director  of  modification -or  revocation  of 
license”. 

5.  Section  54.6(b)  footnote  1 is  amended  by  deleting  therefrom  “93.18”  and  .sub- 
stituting therefore  “93.10”. 

6.  Section  54.13  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§54.13  Transporting  or  holding  gold  in  safekeeping. 

(a)  Carriers  are  authorized  to  transport  gold  for  persons  who  are  either 
licensed  or  who  are  otherwise  permitted  by  the  regulations  in  this  part  to  hold 
and  transport  gold. 

(b)  Banks  and  other  persons  are  authorized  to  provide  facilities  for  the  safe- 
keeping of  gold  lawfully  held  pursuant  to  a license  issued  under  this  part  or  other- 
wise permitted  to  be  held  by  the  regulations  in  this-  part. 

§54.20  [Amended] 

7.  Section  54.20(a)  is  amended  by  deleting  therefrom  “54.40,”. 

8.  Section  54.24  is  amended  to  read  as  follow.s : 

§ 54.24  Applications. 

Every  application  for  a license  under  § 54.25  (a)  and  (c)  shall  be  made  on  Form 
TG-12  (except  that  applications  for  export  licenses  shall  be  made  on  Form  TG- 
15).  Each  application  for  a license  shall  be  filed  in  duplicate  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations,  Treasury  Department,  Washington, 


318-223—69 32 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stiouisfed.org/ 

Federai  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


470  19  618  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY 


D.O.  20220.  Every  applicant  for  a license  under  §54.25  (a)  or  (c)  shall  state  in 
his  application  whether  or  not  any  applications  have  been  filed  by  or  licenses 
issued  to  any  partnership,  association  or  corporation  in  which  the  applicant  has 
a substantial  interest  or,  if  the  applicant  is  a partnership,  association  or  corpo- 
ration, by  or  to  a person  having  a substantial  interest  in  such  partnership,  associ- 
ation or  corporation.  The  Director,  Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations, 
shall  not  issue  any  license  to  any  person  if  in  the  judgment  of  the  Director  more 
than  one  license  for  the  same  purpose  will  be  held  for  the  principal  use  or  benefit 
of  the  same  persons  Or  interests.  Any  person  licensed  under  this  subpart  acquiring 
a principal  interest  in  any  partnership,  association,  or  corporation,  holding  a 
license  under  this  subpart  for  this  puiqjose  shall  immediately  so  inform  the  Direc- 
tor, Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations. 

9.  Section  54.25  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following : 

§ 54.25  Licenses. 

* * * 4 * $ * 

(c)  Licenses  for  the  acquisition  and  holding,  transportation,  melting  and 
treating,  importing  and  exporting,  and  disposition  of  gold  for  the  purpose  of 
furnishing  it  for  industry,  profession  or  art.  (1)  Upon  receipt  of  the  application 
specified  in  § 54.24  and  after  obtaining  such  additional  information  as  is  deemed 
necessary,  the  Director,  Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations,  shall,  if 
satisfied  that  the  applicant  is  qualified  in  all  respects  to  conduct  gold  operations 
in  full  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  part  and  the  provisions  of  a Treas- 
ury, gold  license,  issue  or  cause  to  be  i.ssued  to  the  applicant  a license  on  the 
approved  fonn,  which  shall  permit  the  applicant  to  engage  in  the  business  of 
buying  and  selling  gold  required  by  authorized  industrial,  professional  or  artistic 
users. 

(2)  Licenses  Issued  under  this  section  and  paragraph  may  authorize  the 
licensee;  (i)  To  acquire  and  hold  gold  for  the  purpose  of  selling  such  gold 
within  the  United  States  and  its  Possessions  subject  to  the  conditions  and  limi- 
tations which  may  be  contained  in  the  license;  (ii)  to  transport  such  gold;  (ill) 
to  melt  or  treat  gold  or  to  have  it  melted  or  treated  for  the  licensee’s  account  to 
the  extent  necessary  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  industries,  professions,  arts 
or  businesses  to  which  licensee  sells,  or  otherwise  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
licensee’s  business ; and  (Iv)  to  import  gold  for  sale  provided  that  the  aggregate 
amount  of  all  gold  held  after  such  importation  does  not  exceed  the  maximum 
amount  authorized  to  be  held  under  the  license. 

(3)  Exports  are  authorized  to  the  extent  permitted  by  paragraph  (b)  (2), 

(4)  and  (5)  of  this  section  or  licenses  issued  thereunder. 

(4)  Sales  of  gold  held  pursuant  to  a license  issued  under  this  paragraph  may 
be  made  to  any  other  person  holding  a license  hereunder. 

(5)  With  respect  to  each  transaction  engaged  in  by  licensees  pursuant  to 
licenses  issued  under  this  paragraph,  including  but  not  limited  to  each  export 
of  gold  in  any  form,  such  information  shall  be  furnished  in  such  form  and  at 
such  time  as  the  Director,  Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations, 
shall  require  under  § 54.26(a). 

(6)  The  aggregate  amount  of  gold  held  by  a licensee  at  any  one  time  in  any 
form  or  from  any  source,  may  not  exceed  the  maximum  amount  authorized  to  be 
held  under  the  license. 

(7)  Nothing  contained  in  this  paragraph  or  any  license  issued  hereunder 
shall  be  deemed  to  allow  the  sale  or  delivery  of  gold  to  persons  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  who  are  not  authorized  to  acquire  gold  under 
the  regulations  in  this  part. 

(d)  Prohibited  transactions.  Persons  subject  to  the  regulations  contained  in 
this  part  are  prohibited  from  engaging  in  transactions  with  a foreign  monetary 
authority  Involving  gold,  regardless  of  form. 

These  amendments  are  effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Henry  H.  Fowler, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[F.E.  Doc.  68-4484 ; Filed,  Apr.  15,  1968  ; 8 :48  a.m.] 
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Organization  and  Procedure 

Exhibit  69. — Treasury  Department  orders  relating  to  organization  and 

procedure 

No.  15,  Revision  No.  2,  October  20,  1967. — Inspection  op  Guard  Forces 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  includ- 
ing the  authority  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  and  confirming  the 
practice,  in  effect  since  1957,  pursuant  to  which  the  respective  Bureaus  have 
assumed  responsibility  for  inspections  of  their  guard  forces,  the  U.S.  Secret 
Service  is  hereby  relieved  of  its  responsibility  to  conduct  annual  inspections 
of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing  guard  force  and  the  guard  force 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Mint.  It  is  under- 
stood, however,  that  at  such  times  as  may  be  desirable  and  feasible.  Secret 
Service  will  make  inspections  when  requested  by  either  of  the  above-mentioned 
Bureaus  or  when  directed  by  me  or  by  my  delegate. 

The  provisions  of  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  15  (Revision  No.  1), 
dated  May  14, 1953,  are  modified  accordingly. 

Henry  H.  Fowler, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

No.  72,  Revised,  June  10,  1968. — Delegation  of  Authority  To  Authorize  or 

Approve  Travel 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  including 
the  authority  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  which  was  delegated 
to  me  by  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  190,  Revision  No.  5,  and  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  Bureau  of  the  Budget  Circular  No.  A-7,  Revised,  it  is 
hereby  ordered  that: 

(1)  The  following  oflScials  of  the  Treasury  Department  may  authorize  or 
approve  travel  on  official  business  of  the  Department  performed  by  themselves 
or  by  civilian  ofScers  and  employees  under  their  jurisdiction : 

Commissioner  of  Accounts 
Commissioner  of  Customs 
Director,  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue 
Commissioner  of  the  Public  Debt 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
Director  of  the  Mint 

National  Director,  U.S.  Savings  Bonds  Division 
Director,  U.S.  Secret  Service 

These  foregoing  officials  are  authorized  to  redelegate  this  authority  to  appro- 
priate subordinate  officials. 

(2)  The  exercise  of  the  authority  delegated  by  subparagraph  (1)  above, 
shall  be  subject  to  such  administrative  instructions  and  procedures  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 

(3)  This  order  becomes  effective  immediately  and  supersedes  Treasury  De- 
partment Order  No.  72  Revised,  dated  October  12, 1965. 

A.  E.  Weatherbee, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 

No.  75,  Revised,  June  13,  1968. — Delegation  of  Authority  To  Authorize  or 

Approve  Travel  and  Tkansportatton  Expenses  fob  Employees  Transferred 

to  a New  Post  of  Duty 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  including 
the  authority  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  which  was  delegated 
to  me  by  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  190,  Revision  No.  5,  it  is  hereby 
ordered  that : 

(1)  The  following  officials  of  the  Treasury  Department  may  authorize  or 
approve  the  allowance  and  payment  from  Government  funds  of  travel  and  trans- 
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portation  expenses  allowable  under  5 U.S.C.  5721-5724a.  and  5726-5730,  as  imple- 
mented by  the  regulations  prescribed  in  Bureau  of  the  Budget  Circular  No.  A-56 ; 
Commissioner  of  Accounts 
Commis.sioner  of  Customs 
Director,  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue 
Commissioner  of  the  Public  Debt 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
Director  of  the  Mint 

National  Director,  U.S.  Savings  Bonds  Division 
Director,  U.S.  Secret  Service 

These  foregoing  officials  are  authorized  to  redelegate  this  authority  to  appro- 
priate subordinate  officials. 

(2)  The  exercise  of  the  authority  delegated  by  subpairagraph  (1)  above,  shall 
be  subject  to  such  administrative  instructions  and  procedures  as  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 

(3)  This  order  becomes  effective  immediately  and  supersedes  Treasury  De- 
partment Order  No.  75  Revised,  dated  May  29, 1962. 

A.  E.  Weathebbee, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 

No.  95,  Revision  No.  2,  Apeil  19,  1968. — Assignment  op  Functions  Relating 
TO  Control  and  Custody  of  Unissued  Federal  Reserve  Notes 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  including 
the  authority  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  26  of  1950  and  under  the  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Treasury  Order  No.  190,  Revision  4,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  the 
functions  relating  to  the  control  and  custody  of  newly  produced  Federal  Reserve 
notes  currently  performed  by  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  and  the  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States  be  henceforth  assigned  in  the  following  manner : 

1.  In  accordance  with  Section  418,  Title  12,  U.S.C.,  the  Comptroller  of  the  Cur- 
rency will  continue  to  cause  plates  and  dies  to  be  engraved  and  to  have  printed 
therefrom  and  numbered  such  quantities  of  Federal  Reserve  notes  as  may 
be  required  to  supply  the  Federal  Reserve  banks. 

2.  In  accordance  with  Section  419,  Title  12,  U.S.C,,  the  Federal  Reserve  notes 
prepared  shall  be  retained  in  custody  by  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 
deposited  to  the  order  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  for  their  delivery 
to  a Federal  Reserve  bank. 

3.  The  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  will  be  relieved  of  his  present  joint- 
custody  responsibilities  for  Federal  Reserve  currency. 

4.  The  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing  shall  furnish  to  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency  and  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  as  the  representa- 
tive of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  data  mutually  agreed  necessary  to  assure 
a continuous  accounting  of  Federal  Reserve  currency  printed. 

The  facilities  and  resources  necessary  to  perform  the  functions  as  reassigned 
by  this  order  shall  be  redistributed  among  the  affected  agencies  as  mutually 
determined  and  agreed  to  by  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  the  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing. 

This  order  shall  become  effective  immediately.  It  supersedes  Treasury  De- 
partment Order  No.  95  (Revision  1)  dated  July  20, 1955. 

Joseph  W.  Barr 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

No.  147-4,  September  22,  1967. — Designation  of  an  Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Law  Enforcement  Coordination 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  by 
virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  190, 
Revision  4,  Executive  Assistant  to  the  Special  Assistant  (for  Enforcement) 
Charles  C.  Humpstone  is  designated,  effective  12:01  a.m.,  September  22,  1967, 
to  serve  as  Acting  Director,  Office  of  Law  Enforcement  Coordination,  with  the 
authority  to  perform  all  functions,  without  limitation,  now  authorized  to  be  per- 
formed by  the  Director,  Office  of  Law  Enforcement  Coordination.  Mr.  Humpstone 
will  continue  to  serve  in  this  capacity  until  further  notice. 

Joseph  W.  Barr, 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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No.  147-5,  March  29,  1968. — Transfer  of  INTERPOL  Ponctions  From  the 
Bureau  of  Narcotics  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  by 
virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  190, 
Revision  4,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  as  of  April  1,  1968,  staff  and  operations 
services  heretofore  furnished  by  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics  to  the  United  States 
representative  to  the  International  Criminal  Police  Organization  (INTERPOL) 
are  transferred  to  the  Office  of  the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (for 
Enforcement). 

These  services  will  be  performed  under  the  supervision  of  the  Special  Assistant 
(for  Enforcement)  and  will  consist  of  receipt,  transmittal,  processing,  and 
handling  of  correspondence,  inquiries,  investigative  referrals  and  the  like  from 
and  to  the  Secretariat  of  INTERPOL  and  its  individual  national  central  bureaus. 

The  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (for  Enforcement)  is  designated  as  the 
U.S.  representative  to  INTERPOL;  and  he  will  in  that  capacity  deal  with  all 
questions  relating  to  INTERPOL  dues,  INTERPOL  functions,  obligations  of 
membership  and  agenda  of  and  representation  at  INTERPOL  conferences  and 
General  Assembly  sessions. 

Such  positions,  records,  and  equipment  which  are  determined  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Administration  and  the  Commissioner  of  Narcotics  in  consultation 
with  the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (for  Enforcement)  to  be  necessary 
to  the  performance  of  the  staff  and  operations  services  described  above  shall  be 
transferred  from  the  Bureau  of  Narcotics  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary.  Such 
funds  as  are  necessary  to  the  performance  of  the  said  services  shall,  for  the  period 
April  1, 1968,  through  June  30,  1968,  be  transferred  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

This  order  supersedes  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  147-2  of  March  23, 1967. 

Joseph  W.  Barr, 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

No.  156-1,  Revision  No.  1,  April  10,  1968. — Delegation  of  Authority  to  Make 
Withdrawals  Prom  Trust  and  Deposit  Fund  Accounts 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  through  Reorganization  Plan  No.  26 
of  1950,  and  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  190,  there  is  delegated  to  the  Com- 
missioner of  Accounts  authority  to  approve  schedules  for  withdrawals  from  all 
trust  and  deposit  fund  accounts  administered  by  the  Bureau  of  Accounts  for  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

The  authority  delegated  by  this  order  may  be  redelegated  to  personnel  of  the 
Bureau  of  Accounts. 

John  K.  Carlock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

No.  165-20,  July  17, 1967. — Delegation  of  Authority  To  Authorize  Publication 
OF  Advertisements,  Notices,  and  Proposals 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  5 U.S.C. 
302  and  delegated  to  me  by  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  190  (Revision  4), 
dated  December  15, 1965,  there  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  following  officials  of  the 
Bureau  of  Customs  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  by  Section  3828  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  (44  U.S.C.  324)  to  authorize  the  publication  of  advertisements, 
notices  and  proposals  in  commercial  newspapers,  periodicals,  and  other  media 
for  the  recruitment  of  personnel  to  serve  in  the  Bureau  of  Customs : 
Commissioner  of  Customs 
Deputy  Commissioner  of  Customs 
Assistant  Commissioner  of  Customs  for  Administration 
Director,  Personnel  Management  Division 

The  administrative  duties  involved  in  accomplishing  the  advertising  may  be 
assigned  to  such  subordinate  officers  as  may  be  required. 

A.  E.  Wbatherbbe, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 

No.  173-3,  Amendment  No.  1,  December  26, 1967. — Realignment  of  Headquarters 

Functions  and  Responsibilities  in  the  United  States  Secret  Service 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  including 
the  authority  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  and  pursuant  to  the  author- 
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ity  vested  in  me  by  Treasury  Deijartment  Order  No.  190  (Revision  No.  4),  the 
first  paragraph  of  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  173-3  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  includ- 
ing the  authority  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  the  following  offices  are 
hereby  established  in  the  Headquarters  of  the  United  States  Secret  Service: 
Director 
Deputy  Director 

Assistant  Director  (Protective  Intelligence) 

Assistant  Director  (Investigations) 

Assistant  Director  (Protective  Forces) 

Assistant  Director  (Administration) 

Counsel 

Assistant  to  the  Director  (Inspection  & Audit) 

Assistant  to  the  Director  (Public  Affairs)” 

James  P.  Hendbick, 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
(for  Enforcement) . 

No.  174,  Amendment  No.  2,  Aprii,  26,  1968. — Transfer  of  the  Function  of 

Auditing  and  Verifying  the  Inventory  of  Unissued  Stocks  of  Federai, 

Reserve  Notes 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  including 
the  authority  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  26  of  1950  and  under  the  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  190,  Revision  5,  it  is  hereby 
ordered  that  the  function  of  auditing  and  verifying  the  inventory  of  unissued 
stocks  of  Federal  Reserve  notes  be  transferred  from  the  Bureau  of  Accounts  to 
the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing.  The  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 
will  furnish  certified  copies  of  the  results  of  audits  made  pursuant  to  this  Order 
to  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  to  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency  and  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States. 

This  order  supersedes  and  cancels  Treasury  Department  Order  174,  Amend- 
ment i,  of  October  10,  1958,  and  paragraph  3 of  Treasury  Department  Order  No. 
174  of  May  27,  1953,  and  revokes  the  provisions  of  any  other  Treasury  Depart- 
ment Order  or  authority  issued  prior  hereto,  which  are  in  conflict  with  this  order. 

This  Order  shall  become  effective  upon  completion  by  the  Bureau  of  Accounts 
of  the  verification  of  inventories  of  unissued  Federal  Reserve  notes  made  in  con- 
junction with  the  transfer  of  currency  custody  responsibilities  ordered  by  Treas- 
ury Department  Order  No.  95  (Revision  No.  2)  dated  April  19,  1968. 

Joseph  W.  Bare, 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

No.  177-24,  October  20,  1967. — Delegation  of  Authority  To  Appoint  Uniformed 
Guards  as  Special  Policemen  for  a Temporary  Period 

1.  Pursuant  to  the:  authorit.y  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  includ- 
ing that  vested  in  him  by  delegation  from  the  Administrator  of  General  .Services 
32  F.R.  11968  (1967),  and  pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  Treasury 
Department  Order  No.  190  (Revision  4)': 

i(l)  authority  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Director  of  the  United  States  Secret 
Service  to  appoint  uniformed  guards  as  special  policemen  and  to  make  all  need- 
ful rules  and  regulations  for  the  protection  of  the  Treasury  Building  and  Treas- 
ury Annex,  Washington,  D.C. ; 

(2)  authority  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving 
and  Printing  to  appoint  uniformed-  guards  as  special  policemen  and  to  make  all 
needful  rules  and  regulations  for  the  protection  of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and 
Printing  and  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing  Annex,  Washington,  D.C. 

2.  This  delegation  shall  be  effective  immediately  and  shall  remain  in  effect 
until  12 :00  noon  on  Monday,  October  30, 1967. 

S.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in  accord, i nee  with  the  Act  of  June  1, 
1948  ( 62  S tat.  281). 

James  Pomeroy  Hendrick, 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
(for  Enforcement) . 
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No.  177-25,  Novembek  28,  1967. — Delegation  of  Abthoeity  To  Appoint 
Unifokmed  Guards  as  Special  Policemen 


Piusuaiit  to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  including 
that  vested  in  him  by  delegation  from  the  Administrator  of  General  Services, 
32  F.B.  11968  (1967),  and  pursuant  to  the  authority  ve.sted  in  me  by  Treasury 
Department  Order  No.  190  (Revision  4)  ; 

(1)  authority  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Director  of  the  United  States  Secret 
Service  to  appoint  uniformed  guards  as  special  policemen  and  to  make  all  need- 
ful rules  and  regulations  for  the  protection  of  the  Treasury  Building  and  Treas- 
ury Annex,  Washington,  D.O. ; 

(2)  authority  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving 
and  Printing  to  appoint  uniformed  guards  as  special  policemen  and  to  make  all 
needful  rules  and  regulations  for  the  protection  of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and 
Printing  and  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing  Annex,  Washington,  D.C. ; 

(3)  authority  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Mint 
to  appoint  uniformed  guards  as  special  policemen  and  to  make  all  needful  rules 
and  regulations  for  the  protection  of  the  United  States  Mint,  Denver,  Colorado ; 
the  United  States  Bullion  Depository,  Port  Knox,  Kentucky ; the  United  States 
Assay  Office,  32  Old  Slip,  New  York,  New  York ; the  United  States  Mint,  16th 
and  Spring  Garden  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania;  the  United  States  Assay 
Office,  155  Herman  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif;  and  the  United  States  Bullion 
Depository,  West  Point,  New  York. 

The  authority  conferred  iby  this  order  shall  be  exercised  in  accordance  with  the 
Act  of  June  1, 1948  (62  Stat.  281) . 

Joseph  W.  Barr, 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasjiry. 

No.  190,  Revision  No.  5,  March  26,  1968. — Supervision  op  Bureaus  and 
Performance  of  Functions  in  the  Treasury  Department 

1.  The  following  bureaus,  offices,  and  staff  assistants  shall  be  under  the  direct 
.supervision  of  the  Secretary  and  the  Under  Secretary  : 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 

Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (National  Security  Affairs) 

Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (Public  Affairs) 

.Special  Assistants  to  the  Secretary 
Director,  Executive  Secretariat 

2.  The  following  bureaus,  offices  and  other  organizational  units  shall  be  under 
the  general  supervision  of  the  'Secretary  and  the  Under  Secretary  and  under 
the  direct  supervision  of  the  officials  indicated ; 

A.  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs 

Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs 
Office  of  Financial  Analysis 
Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations 
Office  of  Debt  Analysis 

The  Assistant  Secretary  (International  Affairs) 
and  the  Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary,  to  the  extent  of 
their  responsibilities  for  international  and 
domestic  monetary  and  fiscal  policies 

Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (Debt  Management) 

United  States 'Savings  Bonds  Division 

B.  General  Counsel 

Legal  Division 

Office  of  Director  of  Practice 

C.  Assistant  Secretary 

Bureau  of  Customs 

Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 

Office  of  Congressional  Relations 

D.  Assistant  Secretary  (International  Affairs) 

Office  of  International  Affairs 

Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control  (Through  Assistant 
to  the  Secretary  for  National  Security  Affairs) 

E.  Assistant  Secretary  (Tax  Policy,  including  international  tax  affairs) 

Office  of  Tax  Legislative  Counsel 

Office  of  Tax  Analysis 
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F.  Assistant  Secretary 

Bureau  of  the  Mint 

Office  of  Employment  Policy  Program 

G.  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (for  Enforcement) 

United  States  Secret  Service 

Office  of  Law  Enforcement  Coordination 

H.  Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary 

Bureau  of  Accounts 

Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt 

Office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States 

I.  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration 

Office  of  Administrative  Services 
Office  of  Budget  and  Finance 
Office  of  Management  and  Organization 
Office  of  Personnel 

Office  of  Planning  and  Program  Evaluation 
Office  of  Security 

3.  The  Under  Secretary,  the  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs,  the 
General  Counsel,  the  Assistant  Secretaries,  and  the  ^Special  Assistant  for  Enforce- 
ment, are  authorized  to  perform  any  functions  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to 
perform.  Each  of  these  officials  shall  perform  functions  under  this  authority 
in  his  own  capacity  and  under  his  own  title,  and  shall  be  responsible  for  re- 
ferring to  the  Secretary  any  matter  in  which  action  should  appropriately  be 
taken  by  the  Secretary.  Each  of  these  officials  will  ordinarily  perform  under  this 
authority  only  functions  which  arise  out  of,  relate  to,  or  concern  the  activities 
or  functions  of  or  the  laws  administered  by  or  relating  to  the  bureaus,  offices,  or 
other  organizational  units  over  which  he  has  supervision.  Any  action  heretofore 
taken  by  any  of  these  officials  in  his  own  capacity  and  under  his  own  title  is 
hereby  affirmed  and  ratified  as  the  action  of  the  'Secretary. 

4.  The  following  officers  shall,  in  the  order  of  succession  indicated,  act  as 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  case  of  the  death,  resignation,  absence,  or  Sickness 
of  the  Secretary  and  other  officers  succeeding  him,  until  a successor  is  appointed 
or  until  the  absence  or  sickness  shall  cease : 

A.  Under  Secretary 

B.  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs 

O.  General  Counsel 

D.  Presidentially  appointed  Assistant  Secretaries  in  the  order  in  which 
they  took  the  oath  of  office  as  Assistant  Secretary. 

5.  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  190  (Revision  4)  is  rescinded,  effective 
April  8,  1968. 

Joseph  W.  Bark, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

No.  193-1.  Revision  No.  2,  October  26,  1967. — Deuegation  of  Authority  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations 

Treasury  Department  Order  No.  193-1,  Rev.  1,  dated  January  19,  1967,  is  re- 
vised as  follows : 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  including 
the  authority  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  and  by  virtue  of  the  au- 
thority vested  in  me  as  Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs  by  Treasury  De- 
partment Order  190  (Revision  4),  there  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Director  of 
the  Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations  all  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  by  Part  82  of  Title  31  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  and  all 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Part  54  of  Title  31  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
Any  action  heretofore  taken  by  the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and 
Silver  Operations  which  Involved  the  exercise  of  authority  hereby  granted  is 
affirmed  and  ratified. 

The  authority  vested  in  the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Domestic  Gold  and  Silver 
Operations  by  this  order  and  by  Parts  54,  81,  and  93  of  Title  31  Of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  may  be  delegated  by  him  upon  such  terms  and  conditions 
as  he  deems  appropriate. 

Frederick  L.  Deming, 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  Monetary  Affairs. 
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No.  210,  OCTOJJEB  6,  1967. — De.?>ignation  of  the  Dibeotob  of  the  Bureau  of 
Enoeaving  and  Printing 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr. 
James  A.  Oonlon  is  designated  Director,  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing, 
effective  12 :01  a.m.,  October  9,  1967.  Mr.  Oonlon  will  serve  with  the  authority 
to  perform  all  functions,  without  limitation,  now  authorized  to  be  performed 
by  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing. 

Henry  H.  Fowler, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

No.  211,  December  21,  1967. — Establishment  of  an  Executive  Assignment 

Board 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  including 
the  authority  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  and  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  objectives  of  Executive  Order  11315  establishing  an  Executive  Assignment 
System,  I hereby  establish  and  authorize  in  the  Treasury  (1)  an  Executive  As- 
signment Board,  (2)  an  Executive  Assignment  ■Committee  of  that  Board,  and 
(3)  auxiliary  boards,  panels  and  committees  as  provided  in  Section  3 hereof.  All 
of  these  units  shall  function  in  accord  with  regulations  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  and  of  the  Treasury  Department,  as  a,pproved  in  Civil  Service 
Commission  letter  of  December  5,  1967. 

Section  1.  The  Executive  Assignment  Board 
A.  The  permanent  composition  of  the  Executive  Assignment  Board  is  as 


follows : 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury Chairman 

Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs Alternate  Chairman 

General  Coun.sel Member 

Assistant  Secretaries Members 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue Member 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (for 

Enforcement)  Member 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary Member 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration Member 

Director  of  Personnel Executive  Secretary 


The  Office  of  the  Director  of  Personnel  will  provide  administrative  support  to  the 
Board.  Action  may  be  taken  for  the  Board  between  meetings  as  provided  in  the 
bylaws  by  the  Chairman  (or  Alternate  Chairman),  the  member  whose  jurisdic- 
tion is  Involved,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration,  and  the  Director  of 
Personnel. 

B.  The  Board  shall  have  the  following  functions ; 

(a)  Approval  of  significant  executive  manpower  policy  planning,  of  staff- 
ing and  utilization  of  executives,  and  of  filling  specific  positions  either  in  the 
■Bureaus  or  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  as  deemed  necessary  by  the  Under 
Secretary  or  as  required. 

(b)  Approval  of  Executive  Assignment  Committee  recommendations  or 
review  of  actions,  as  deemed  necessary  by  the  Under  Secretary,  or  as 
required. 

(c)  Approval  of  other  matters  relating  to  the  Executive  Assignment 
System  as  requested  by  the  Under  Secretary,  or  as  required. 

(d)  Performance  of  the  function  of  outside  search  for  executive  talent 
placed  upon  an  Executive  Assignment  Board  by  Subchapter  3 of  Chapter 
305  of  the  Federal  Personnel  Manual,  to  the  extent  and  in  the  manner 
authorized  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

The  Executive  Assignment  Board  will  develop  its  bylaws  and  begin  operations 
immediately.  It  is  desirable  that  some  of  the  functions  of  the  Board  evolve 
gradually  and  after  careful  -study.  Therefore,  the  full  functions  of  the  Board  will 
be  activated  in  stages,  as  the  Board  deems  appropriate. 

Section  2.  The  Executive  Assignment  Committee 
A.  The  permanent  composition  of  the  Executive  Assignment  Committee  is  as 


follows : 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury Chairman 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Admini.stration Member 

Director  of  Personnel Member 
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A il  hoc  members  shall  be  other  members  of  the  Board,  Bureau  Heads,  or  mem- 
bers of  Bureau  Boards  and  I>anels.  Associate  Members  shall  be  Staff  Representa- 
tives in  the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration  and  of  Staffs  in 
the  Bureaus  who  will  provide  administrative  support. 

B.  The  Committee  shall  have  the  follo.wing  functions ; 

(a)  Executive  manpower-management  planning,  staffing  and  utilization  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  and  review  of  Bureau  recommendations  on  these 
matters  and  on  the  staffing  and  filling  of  specific  positions. 

(b)  Assessment  of  Office  of  the  Secretary  and  Treasury  Department  long 
range  executive  manpower  needs. 

(c)  Early  identification  of  potential  executive  vacancies. 

(d)  Analysis  of  Office  of  the  Secretary  and  Bureau  executive  manpower 
resources. 

(e)  Analysis  of  organizational  structure. 

( f ) Review  of  Bureau  recommendations  for  Outside  Search. 

(g)  Approval  of  all  other  Executive  Assignment  System  matters  except  in 
■cases  where  Executive  Assignment  Board  action  is  deemed  necessary  by  the 
Under  Secretary,  or  as  required. 

Section  3.  EstaMishment  of  Auxiliary  Boards,  Panels  and  Committees 

The  Executive  Assignment  Committee  may  establish  auxiliary  boards  and 
subcommittees.  Heaids  of  Bureaus  and  Offices  may  establish,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration  or  the  Director  of  Personnel, 
such  auxiliary  boards,  panels  and  committees  or  subcommittees  as  may  be 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  Executive  Assignment  System. 

Henry  H.  Fowler, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

No.  213,  March  12,  1968. — Transfer  of  Functions  Within  the  Bureau  of  the 

Mint 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  Reorga- 
nization Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  and  by  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  as 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  190 
(Revision  4K  I hereby  transfer,  effective  March  12,  1968,  all  of  the  functions  of 
the  superintendent  of  the  coining  department  of  the  Mint  at  Philadelphia  and  all 
of  the  functions  of  the  superintendent  of  that  Mint,  with  respect  to  striking  of 
national  and  other  medals,  to  the  Director  of  the  Mint,  to  be  performed  by  her 
through  such  officers  and  employees  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Mint  and  at  such  Mint 
institution  or  institutions  as  she  may  designate. 

Robert  A.  Wallace, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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No.  212,  Jantjaky  29,  1968. — ^Official  Seal  of  the  Department  of  the  TEeasuky 

Whereas  I have  caused  to  he  aiade,  pursuant  to  5 U.S.C.  301  and  31  U.S.C. 
1002  and  1008,  a seal  for  the  Treasury  Department,  the  design  of  which  accom- 
panies and  is  hereby  made  a part  of  this  order  and  which  is  described,  in  heraldic 
terms,  as  follows : 

Arms : Or,  a chevron  azure  between  in  chief  a pair  of  balanced  scales  and 
in  base  a key  ward  downward  to  dexter,  both  azure,  with  13  mullets  argent 
on  the  chevron. 

The  arms  are  idisplayed  upon  a circular  background  of  American  blue. 
Within  a legend  ring  surrounding  the  arms  and  circumscribed  by  two  con- 
centric white  rings  appears  the  inscription  The  Department  of  the  Treasury 
in  white  capital  letters  of  Cheltenham  Bold  font.  Also  within  the  legend  ring, 
directly  below  the  base  of  the  shield,  appears  the  date  nS9  in  white  numerals 
of  Cheltenham  Bold  font. 

And  whereas  the  central  device  of  the  seal  Is  essentially  the  same  as  that  used 
by  Treasury  throughout  its  entire  history ; and 

Whereas  it  appears  that  this  seal  is  of  suitable  design  and  appropriate  for  use 
as  the  official  seal  of  the  Treasury  Department ; 

Now,  therefore,  by  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  I hereby  approve  this  seal  as  the  official  seal  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, provided  that  the  Treasury  seal  currently  in  official  use,  including  the  dies, 
rolls,  plates,  and  like  devices  now  in  the  .possession  of  the  Bureau  of  Engraving 
and  Printing,  shall  continue  to  be  equally  effective  as  the  official  seal  of  the 
Treasury  Department  and  shall  continue  to  be  so  used  by  each  Treasury  officer 
and  employee  having  possession  of  the  device  of  the  seal  until  that  particular 
device  needs  to  be  replaced  and  is  replaced. 

Henry  H.  Fowler, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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Advisory  Committees 

Exhibit  70. — Advisory  committees  utilized  by  the  Department  of  the  Treasury 
under  Executive  Order  11007 

During  the  fiscal  year  1968,  the  advisory  committees  listed  below  were  con- 
tinued in  use  or  newly  established  after  a finding  of  public  interest  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  Executive  Order  11007, 
dated  February  26,  1962.  The  information  concerning  these  committees  is  being 
published  in  the  annual  report  in  compliance  with  section  10  of  the  order. 


Office  of  the  Secretary 


DEBT  MANAGEMENT  COMMITTEES 

The  Treasury  Department,  in  connection  with  debt  management  duties,  uses 
in  an  advisory  capacity  the  services  of  a number  of  committees  representing 
organizations  which  form  a cross  section  of  the  American  financial  community. 
The  committees  meet  periodically,  at  the  invitation  of  the  Treasury,  to  discuss 
and  advise  upon  current  and  future  Federal  financings.  The  Treasury  finds  dis- 
cussions with  these  advisory  groups  to  be  of  great  value,  primarily  in  assessing 
the  general  market  sentiment  prior  to  a major  refinancing  of  maturing  obligations. 
Their  recommendations  are  carefully  considered  by  Treasury  officials  and  serve 
as  a part  of  the  background  environment  for  the  final  financing  decisions.  These 
committees  are  as  follows: 

American  Bankers  Association,  Government  Borrowing  Committee 
Investment  Bankers  Association  of  America,  Governmental  Securities 
Committee 

National  Association  of  Mutual  Savings  Banks,  Committee  on  Govern- 
ment Securities  and  the  Public  Debt 
Life  Insurance  Association  of  America  and  American  Life  Convention, 
Joint  Economic  Policy  Committee 

U.S.  Savings  and  Loan  League,  National  League  of  Insured  Savings 
Associations,  Advisory  Committee  on  Government  Securities 
Independent  Bankers  Association,  Government  Fiscal  Policy  Committee 

Four  meetings  were  held  with  the  Government  Borrowing  Committee  of  the 
American  Bankers  Association  in  fiscal  1968,  on  July  26-27,  October  24-25,  Jan- 
uary 30-31,  and  April  30-May  1. 

Membership  of  the  Committee  was  as  follows: 

President,  Trenton  Trust  Co.,  Trenton,  Mo. 
Chairman,  National  Bank  of  Detroit,  Detroit, 
Mich. 

President,  Jefferson  State  Bank,  Jefferson,  Iowa 
Chairman,  The  Chase  Manhattan  Bank,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

Chairman,  Fidelity  National  Bank  and  Trust 
Co.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

Chairman,  Wachovia  Bank  and  Trust  Co., 
Winston-Salem,  N.C. 

President,  First  Security  Bank  of  Utah,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah. 

Advisory  Chairman  of  the  Board,  The  Riggs 
National  Bank  of  Washington,  D.C.,  Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

President,  Stock  Yards  Bank,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla. 

President,  Provident  National  Bank,  Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 

Chairman,  Commerce  Trust  Company,  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

Chairman,  First  National  Bank,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
Chairman,  Continental  Illinois  National  Bank 
and  Trust  Company,  Chicago,  111. 


Willis  W.  Alexander,  Jr. 
Henry  T.  Bodman 

Thomas  O.  Cooper 
George  Champion 

Jack  T.  Conn 

Archie  K.  Davis 

George  S.  Eccles 

Robert  V.  Fleming 

Robert  Y.  Empie 

William  G.  Foulke 

James  M.  Kemper,  Jr. 

James  P.  Hickok 
David  M.  Kennedy 
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Frank  L.  King 

S.  J.  Kryzsko 

Murray  Kyger 

Frederick  G.  Larkin,  Jr. 

(Chairman) 

John  J.  Larkin 

J.  Howard  Laeri 

John  A.  Mayer 

Robert  P.  Mayo 

George  A.  Murphy 

Kenneth  V.  Zwiener 

Rudolph  A.  Peterson 

James  D.  Robinson,  Jr. 

James  S.  Rockefeller 

Robert  G.  Rouse 
Edward  B.  Smith 

Emmett  G.  Solomon 

William  H.  Moore 

Paul  I.  Wren 

Charls  E.  Walker 

William  T.  Heffelfinger 
Thomas  R.  Atkinson 


Chairman,  United  California  Bank,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

President,  Winona  National  and  Savings  Bank, 
Winona,  Minn. 

Chairman,  The  First  National  Bank,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex. 

President,  Security  First  National  Bank,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

Senior  Vice  President,  First  National  City  Bank, 
New  York,  N.Y. 

Vice  Chairman,  First  National  City  Bank, 
New  York,  N.Y. 

President,  Mellon  National  Bank  and  Trust 
Company,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Vice  President,  Continental  Illinois  National 
Bank  and  Trust  Co.,  Chicago,  111. 

Chairman,  Irving  Trust  Company,  New  York, 
N.Y. 

Chairman,  Harris  Trust  and  Savings  Bank, 

. Chicago,  111. 

President,  Bank  of  America  N.T.  & S.A.,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

Chairman,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Atlanta, 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

Chairman,  First  National  City  Bank,  New  York, 
N.Y. 

Partner,  Laidlaw  and  Co.,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Chairman,  The  Northern  Trust  Co.,  Chicago, 

111. 

President,  Crocker- Citizens  National  Bank,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

Chairman,  Bankers  Trust  Company,  New  York, 
N.Y. 

President,  Old  Colony  Trust  Company,  Boston, 
Mass. 

Executive  Vice  President  and  Executive  Man- 
ager, The  American  Bankers  Association,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

Federal  Administrative  Adviser,  The  American 
Bankers  Association,  Washington,  D.C. 

Director  of  Research,  American  Bankers  Associ- 
ation, New  York,  N.Y. 


Four  meetings  were  held  with  the  Governmental  Securities  Committee  of  the 
Investment  Bankers  Association  in  fiscal  year  1968,  on  July  25-26,  October  24-25, 
January  30-31,  and  April  30  and  May  1. 

Membership  of  the  Committee  was  as  follows: 


Daniel  S.  Ahearn 
Robert  H.  Bethke 
Robert  B.  Blyth 
Alan  K.  Browne 
Carl  F.  Cooke 
G.  Lamar  Crittenden 
Stewart  A.  Dunn 

Lester  H.  Empey 
Tilford  C.  Gaines 


Vice  President,  Wellington  Management  Co., 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Chairman,  Executive  Committee,  Discount 
Corp.  of  New  York,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Vice  Chairman,  The  National  City  Bank,  Cleve- 
land, Ohio. 

Vice  President,  Bank  of  America,  N.T.  & S.A., 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Senior  Vice  President,  The  First  Boston  Corpora- 
tion, New  York,  N.Y. 

Senior  Vice  President,  The  First  National 
Bank,  Boston,  Mass. 

Senior  Vice  President  and  Director,  Merrill 
Lynch,  Pierce,  Fenner  & Smith,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

Senior  Vice  President,  Wells  Fargo  Bank, 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Vice  President,  First  National  Bank  of  Chicago, 
Chicago,  111. 
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Alfred  H.  Hauser 
Alger  J.  Jacobs 
Ralph  F.  Leach 
Eugene  S.  Lee 
Edward  D.  Me  Grew 
John  H.  Perkins 
William  W.  Pevear 
Edward  R.  McMillan 
William  E.  Simon 
Robert  B.  Rivel  (Chairman) 
Girard  L.  Spencer 
Franklin  Stockbridge 
Robert  W.  Stone 
Paul  E.  Uhl 
C.  Richard  Youngdahl 


Executive  Vice  President,  Chemical  Bank  New 
York  Trust  Company,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Senior  Vice  President,  Crocker-Citizens  National 
Bank,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Executive  Vice  President  and  Treasurer,  Morgan 
Guaranty  Trust  Company,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Executive  Vice  President,  Valley  National  Bank, 
Phoenix,  Ariz. 

Senior  Vice  President,  The  Northern  Trust 
Company,  Chicago,  111. 

Senior  Vice  President,  Continental  Illinois  Na- 
tional Bank  and  Trust  Company,  Chicago,  111. 

Senior  Vice  President,  Irving  Trust  Company, 
New  York,  N.Y. 

Vice  President,  National  Bank  of  Commerce, 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Partner,  Salomon  Brothers  & Hutzler,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

Senior  Vice  President,  The  Chase  Manhattan 
Bank,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Partner,  Salomon  Brothers  and  Hutzler,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

Senior  Vice  President,  Security  First  National 
Bank,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Senior  Vice  President,  National  Bank  of  Detroit, 
Detroit,  Mich. 

Senior  Vice  President,  United  California  Bank, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

President,  Aubrey  G.  Lanston  and  Company, 
Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y. 


The  Committee  on  Government  Securities  and  the  Public  Debt  of  the  National 
Association  of  Mutual  Savings  Banks  did  not  meet  in  fiscal  1968. 

Membership  of  the  Committee  was  as  follows: 


Herman  J.  Arnott 

Charles  F.  Brau 

Edward  P.  Clark 

George  D.  DeGrasse 

Paul  F.  Ely 

Charles  B.  Grubb 

Robert  Horsfield 

Howard  L.  Huxtable 

William  H.  Harder 
G.  Churchill  Francis  ! 

Bernard  H.  Ineson 

Edward  F.  McGinley,  Jr. 

Alfred  C.  Middlebrook 

Barrett  C.  Nichols 

Lester  J.  Norcross 

Frederick  P.  Smith 

Howard  B.  Smith 


President,  The  Farmers  and  Mechanics  Savings 
Bank  of  Minneapolis,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

President,  The  Kings  County  Savings  Bank, 
Brooklyn,  N.Y. 

President,  Arlington  Five  Cents  Savings  Bank, 
Arlington,  Mass. 

President,  Waltham  Savings  Bank,  Waltham, 
Mass. 

President,  The  Brooklyn  Savings  Bank,  Brooklyn, 

N.Y. 

President,  The  Poughkeepsie  Savings  Bank, 
Poughkeepsie,  N.Y. 

Executive  Vice  President,  Dry  Dock  Savings 
Bank,  New  York,  N.Y. 

President,  Lynn  Institution  for  Savings,  Lynn, 
Mass. 

President,  Buffalo  Savings  Bank,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

President,  The  Boston  Five  Cents  Savings 
Bank,  Boston,  Mass. 

Senior  Vice  President  and  Treasurer,  Providence 
Institution  for  Savings,  Providence,  R.I. 

President,  Beneficial  Mutual  Savings  Bank, 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Senior  Vice  President,  East  River  Savings  Bank, 
New  York,  N.Y. 

Executive  Vice  President  and  Treasurer,  Maine 
Savings  Bank,  Portland,  Maine. 

President,  Syracuse  Savings  Bank,  Syracuse, 
N.Y. 

President,  Burlington  Savings  Bank,  Burlington, 
Vt. 

President,  The  Middletown  Savings  Bank, 
Middletown,  Conn. 
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William  H.  Smith,  2d 
Harlan  J.  Swift 
Dr.  Grover  W.  Ensley 
Albert  N.  Place 
Sheldon  L.  Ladd 
William  B.  Licklider 
Theodore  W.  Lowen 
John  W.  Raber 
Norman  C.  Ramsey 
Leo  F.  Stanley 
Saul  B.  Klaman 
Robert  R.  Poston 


President,  Holyoke  Savings  Bank,  Holyoke, 
Mass. 

President,  Erie  County  Savings  Bank,  Buffalo, 
N.Y. 

Executive  Vice  President,  National  Association 
of  Mutual  Savings  Banks,  New  York,  N.Y. 

President,  Woonsocket  Institution  for  Savings, 
Woonsocket,  R.I. 

President  and  Treasurer,  The  Meriden  Savings 
Bank,  Meriden,  Conn. 

President,  The  United  States  Savings  Bank  of 
Newark,  Newark,  N.J. 

President,  Savings  Banks  Trust  Company, 
New  York,  N.Y. 

President,  The  Green  Point  Savings  Bank, 
Brooklyn,  N.Y. 

President  and  Chairman  of  the  Board,  Broadway 
Savings  Bank,  New  York,  N.Y. 

President,  The  New  Haven  Savings  Bank, 
New  Haven,  Conn. 

Vice  President  and  Chief  Economist,  NAMSB, 
New  York,  N.Y. 

Director-Counsel,  NAMSB,  Washington,  D.C. 


No  meeting  was  held  with  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Government  Securities 
of  the  Savings  and  Loan  Business  in  fiscal  1968. 

Membership  of  the  Committee  was  as  follows; 


C.  L.  Clements,  Sr. 

(Chairman) 
Junius  F.  Baxter 

James  A.  Aliber 

James  E.  Bent 


Frederick  Bjorklund 
Henry  A.  Biibb 

E.  Stanley  Enlund 
Jonathan  M.  Fletcher 
Lacy  Boggess 
W.  0.  DuVall 
Fred  F.  Enemark 
Richard  G.  Gilbert 
L.  W.  Grant,  Sr. 
George  E.  Leonard 

Roy  M.  Marr 
George  A.  Mooney 
Gordon  Mosentine 
A.  D.  Theob.ald 


Chairman,  Chase  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Miami  Beach,  Fla. 

President,  Western  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Denver,  Colo. 

Executive  Vice  President,  First  Federal  Savings 
and  Loan  Assn.,  Detroit,  Mich. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  Hartford  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Association,  Hartford, 
Conn. 

President,  Minnesota  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Association,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

President  and  Chairman  of  the  Board,  Capitol 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
Topeka,  Kans. 

President,  First  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Chicago,  111. 

President,  Home  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

President,  Mutual  Savings  and  Loan  Associa- 
tion, Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

President,  Atlanta  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Executive  Vice  President,  Marin  County  Savings 
and  Loan  Association,  San  Rafael,  Calif. 

President,  .The  Citizens  Savings  Association, 
Canton,  Ohio. 

Chairman,  Home  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Tulsa,  Okla. 

President  and  Chairman  of  the  Board,  First 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
Phoenix,  Ariz. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  Leader  Federal  Savings 
and  Loan  Association,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

President,  Washington  Heights  Federal  Savings 
and  Loan  Association,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Treasurer,  Minnesota  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

President,  First  Federal  Savings  and  Loan, 
Peoria,  111. 
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Donald  A.  Thompson  Senior  Vice  President,  California  Federal  Savings 

and  Loan  Association,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Gerrit  V ander  Ende  President  and  Chairman  of  the  Board,  Pacific 

First  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
Tacoma,  Wash. 

John  W.  Stradtler  President,  National  Permanent  Savings  and 

Loan  Association,  Washington,  D.C. 

James  A.  Hollensteiner  Assistant  Secretary,  U.S.  Savings  and  Loan 

League,  Chicago,  111. 

Two  meetings  were  held  with  the  Government  Fiscal  Policy  Committee  of  the 

Independent  Bankers  Association  on  September  19,  1967,  and  May  6,  1968. 

Membership  of  the  Committee  was  as  follows: 

Milton  J.  Hayes  (Chairman)  Vice  President,  American  National  Bank  & 

Trust  Co.,  Chicago,  111. 

S.  E.  Babington  President,  Brookhaven  Bank  and  Trust  Co., 

Brookhaven,  Miss. 

Stanley  R.  Barber  President,  Wellman  Savings  Bank,  Wellman, 

Iowa. 

W.  F.  Enright,  Jr.  Senior  Vice  President,  American  National  Bank 

of  Saint  Jose^,  St.  Joseph,  Mo. 

H.  L.  Gerhart,  Jr.  President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Newman 

Grove,  Newman  Grove,  Nebr. 

O.  K.  Johnson  President,  Whitehsh  Bay  State  Bank,  Mil- 

waukee, Wis. 

Marshall  Barnes  President,  Beaver  Dam  Deposit  Bank,  Beaver 

Dam,  Ky. 

Kenneth  J.  Benda  President,  The  Hartwick  State  Bank,  Hartwick, 

Iowa. 

Carl  M.  Floyd  Senior  Vice  President,  The  Fulton  National 

Bank  of  Atlanta,  Atlanta,  Ga. 

B.  Meyer  Harris  President,  The  Yellowstone  Bank,  Laurel, 

Mont. 

John  A.  Jenkins  Board  Chairman  and  President,  Pinellas  Central 

Bank  & Trust  Company,  Largo,  Fla. 

Glenn  H.  Larson  President,  First  State  Bank,  Thompson  Falls, 

Mont. 

Rod  L.  Parsch  Executive  Vice  President,  The  Lapeer  County 

Bank  and  Trust  Company,  Lapeer,  Mich. 

C.  Herschel  Schooley  IBAA  Washington  Office  Manager,  Washington, 

D.C. 

O.  M.  Jorgenson  Chairman,  Security  Trust  and  Savings  Bank, 

Billings,  Mont. 

R.  C.  Liddon  Chairman,  The  Security  Bank,  Corinth,  Miss. 

W.  W.  Marshall,  Jr.  President,  Commercial  National  Bank  and 

Trust  Co.,  Grand  Island,  Nebr. 

T.  H.  Milner,  Jr.  President,  The  National  Bank  of  Athens, 

Athens,  Ga. 

Gene  Moore  Secretary,  Independent  Bankers  Association, 

Sauk  Centre,  Minn. 

Flerschel  R.  Page  President,  Farmers  and  Merchants  State  Bank, 

Plankinton,  S.  Dak. 

One  meeting  was  held  with  the  Joint  Economic  Policy  Committee  of  the  Life 

Insurance  Association  of  America  and  American  Life  Convention  in  fiscal  1968, 

on  August  8,  1967. 

Membership  of  the  Committee  was  as  follows: 

Richard  K.  Paynter,  Jr.  Chairman  of  the  Board,  New  York  Life  In- 

surance Company,  New  York,  N.Y. 

G.  Daniel  Brooks  Chairman  of  the  Board,  The  National  Life 

and  Accident  Insurance  Company,  Nash- 
ville, Tenn. 

L.  O.  Copeland  President,  North  American  Life  Insurance 

Company  of  Chicago,  Chicago,  lU. 

Robert  E.  Dineen  Chairman  of  the  Board  and  President,  The 

Northwestern  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Com- 
pany, Milwaukee,  Wis. 
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R.  Howard  Dobbs,  Jr.  Pre-sident,  Life  Insurance  Companj'  of  Georgia, 

Atlanta,  Ga. 

John  T.  Fey  President,  National  Life  Insurance  Company, 

Montpelier,  A''t. 

lildward  ]\I.  Ka.i'rmann  President,  American  United  Life  Insurance 

Company,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

John  J.  Magovern,  Jr.  President,  The  Mutual  Benefit  Life  Insurance 

Company,  Newark,  N.J. 

Frederic  AI.  Peirce  President,  General  American  Life  Insurance 

Company,  St.  Louis,  A'lo. 

Henry  R.  l^toberts  President,  Connecticut  General  Life  Insurance 

Company,  Hartford,  Conn. 

Olcott  D.  Smith  (Chairman)  Chairman,  Aetna  Life  Insiirance  Company, 

Hartford,  Conn. 

Sterling  T.  Tooker  President,  The  Travelers  Insurance  Company, 

Hartford,  Conn. 

Charles  R.  Tyson  President,  The  Penn  Mutual  Life  Insurance, 

Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Edward  B.  Rust  President,  State  Farm  Life  Insurance  Com- 

panr',  Bloomington,  111. 

W.  Roger  Soles  President,  Jefferson  Standard  Life  Insui-ance 

Co.,  Cireensboro,  N.C. 

Staff  Members  of  the  Associations 

American  Life  Convention: 

Lee  Shield,  Executive  Vice  President,  Chicago,  111. 

Life  Insurance  Association  of  America: 

Kenneth  L.  Kimble,  Vice  President  and  General  Counsel,  Washington,  D.C. 
Ralph  J.  McNair,  Vice  President,  Federal  Government  Relations,  Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

Blake  Newton,  President,  Institute  of  Life  Insurance,  New  York,  N.Y. 
Robert  H.  Parks,  Assistant  Director  of  Economic  Research,  New  York,  N.Y. 
Benjamin  F.  Small,  Executive  Vice  President,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Eugene  M.  Thor(5,  President,  New  York,  N.Y. 

ADVISORV  COMMITTEE  ON  CUSTOMS  ADMINISTRATION 

This  Committee  was  established  October  20,  1966,  with  the  approval  of  Secre- 
tary Fowler  to  enable  the  Treasury  Department  to  maintain  a regularly  estab- 
lished mechanism  of  consultation  with  representatives  of  commercial  and  other 
private  interests  principally  concerned  with  the  administration  of  the  customs 
laws  and  regulations.  The  Committee  is  intended  to  provide  a forum  for  new 
ideas  on  simplification  and  streamlining  of  customs  procedures. 

The  members  of  the  Committee,  which  held  no  meetings  in  fiscal  1968,  were 
as  follows: 

Joseph  M.  Bowman  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 

(Chairman) 

Matthew  J.  Marks  (Vice  Deputy  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 

Chairman)  ury 

I.  M.  Bomba  President,  National  Council  of  American  Im- 

porters, New  York,  N.Y. 

J.  David  Brothers  First  Vice  President,  American  Trucking  As- 

sociations, Richmond,  Va. 

Ralph  Casey  President,  American  Merchant  Marine  Insti- 

tute, Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y. 

J.  Bradley  Colburn  President,  Association  of  Customs  Bar,  New 

York,  N.Y. 

J.  Edward  Day  (Former  Postmaster  General,  of  the  United 

States) 

Sidley,  Austin,  Burgess  & Smith,  Washington, 

D.C. 

Ralph  Dewey  President,  Pacific  American  Steamship  Associa- 

tion, San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Lester  D.  Johnson  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Washington,  D.C. 
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Daniel  P.  Loomis 
Walter  J.  Mercer 


John  J.  Murphy 
William  J.  Taylor 
Stuart  G.  Tipton 


EBGIONjVL  and  DISTlUC'r  ADVISORY  COMMI'fTEES  ON  CUSTOMS  ADMINISTRATION 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  authorized  the  establishment,  as  of  June  16, 
1967,  of  three  Regional  Advisory  Committees  on  Customs  Administration,  and 
28  Distinct  Advisory  Committees  on  Customs  Administration.  The  Committees 
were  established  as  part  of  a continuing  effort  to  improve  Government  operations 
and  communications  with  the  public  and  business  community  on-  Customs 
matters. 

The  various  Committees  met  informally  during  the  jmar.  The  members  of  the 
Committees  and  the  dates  of  their  meetings  during  fiscal  1968  follow: 

Region  II  (New  York)  meeting  dates — October  10,  1967,  and  March  14,  1968. 

Michael  Strainiello  (Chairman)  Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  New  York, 

N.AL 

Deputy  Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
New  York,  N.Y. 

National  Customs  Brokers  Forwarders  Asso- 
ciation of  America,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
General  Manager,  Port  Authority,  J.F.K. 

International  Airport,  New  York,  N.Y. 
Chairman,  New  York  Shipping  Association, 
New  Y^ork,  N.  Y. 

Association  of  the  Customs  Bar,  New  Y"ork, 
N.Y. 

Kennedy  Airport  Airline  Management  Council, 
New  York,  N.YL 

President,  International  Longshoremen’s  Asso- 
ciation, New  York,  N.Y. 

President,  New  York  Foreign  Freight  Forwarders 
and  Brokers  Association,  Inc.,  New  York, 
N.YL 

Manager,  Marine  Planning  & Construction 
Division,  Port  of  New  Y'^ork  Authority,  New 
Y'-ork,  N.Y. 

Region  V (New  Orleans)  meeting  date — October  10,  1967. 

Raymond  F.  Hi,ifft  (Chairm,an)  Regional  Commissioner  of  Custora.s,  New 

Orleans,  La. 

Y'ice  President,  W.  R.  Zanes  & Co.  of  La.,  Inc., 
New  Oileans,  La. 

Manager,  Customs  Division,  Lykes  Bros. 

Steamship  Company,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La. 
Regional  Sales  Manager,  Federal  Barge  Line.s, 
Inc..,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Freight  Agent,  L & N Railroad,  Union  Passenger 
Terminal,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Di.strict  Manager,  Gordons  Transports,  Inc., 
New  Orleans,  La. 

Station  Manager,  Eastern  Airlines,  New  Orleans 
International  Airport,  New  Orleans,  La. 
Terriberry,  Rault,  Carroll,  Yancey  & Farrell, 
International  Trade  Mart,  New  Orleans,  La. 
President,  Surety  A.ssociation  of  Louisiana,  New 
Orleans,  La. 


Willi.am  St.  John,  .Tr.. 
Elgin  Schwab,  Sr. 
Roy  J.  Dupre  , 

Salvador  E.  Bertucci 
B.  B.  Mullikin 
Philip  G.  Scofield 
Benjamin  W.  Y^ancey 
Joseph  B.  Borel 


David  F.  Cardoza 
Frank  Hult 
Cin.es.ar  B.  Patterini 
Alexander  P.  Chopin 
Thomas  E.  Honey 
A1  Shea 

Thomas  W.  Gle.ason 
Donald  T.  Citmeron 

Anthony  J.  Tozzoli 


President,  Association  of  American  Railroads, 
Washington,  D.C. 

President,  National  Customs  Brokers  & For- 
warders Association  of  America,  New  York, 
N.Y. 

President,  National  Customs  Service  Associa- 
tion, Bdgewater,  Md. 

President,  Railway  Express  Agency,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

President,  Air  Transport  Association  of  Amer- 
ica, Washington,  D.C. 
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Edwin  G.  Jewett  Assistant  Vice  President,  Foreign  Trade  Depart- 

ment, National  Bank  of  Commerce,  New' 
Orleans,  La. 

Frank  E.  Beeson,  Jr.  Vice  President,  Ryan  Stevedoring  Co.,  Inc., 

New'  Orleans,  La. 


Region  VI  (Houston)  meeting  dates — September  7,  1967,  and  June  13,  I96S. 


Cleburne  M.  Maier  (Chairman) 


Palmer  F.  King 
Kenneth  W.  VVisecarver 
James  B.  Sw'ann 
Gene  Morgan 


R.  W.  Smith 


Andre  A.  Crispin 


J.  H.  Branard,  Jr. 

John  Lewis 
John  A.  Fasolino 

Ashley  W.  Lott 


Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Houston, 
Tex. 

Assistant  Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
Houston,  Tex. 

Assistant  Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
Houston,  Tex. 

Director,  Export  Development,  Texas  Industrial 
Commission,  Austin,  Tex. 

Division  Director,  La  Domencia  Corp.,  Heath 
Canyon,  Tex. 

Customhouse  Broker,  Vice  President,  National 
Customs  Brokers  Association,  for  the  Gulf 
Coast  Area,  Houston,  Tex. 

Owner,  The  Crispin  Company,  Chairman,  In- 
ternational Business  Committee,  Houston 
Chamber  of  Cointneice,  Houston,  Tex. 

Vice  President,  Gulf  Atlantic  Warehouse,  Hous- 
ton, Tex. 

Customhou.se  Broker,  Laredo,  Tex. 

Vice  President-Field  Marketing,  Southwest 
Region  Braniff  International,  Houston,  Tex. 

Vice  President,  Lykes  Bros.  Steamship  Co., 
New  Orleans,  La. 


The  Boston,  JMass.,  District  lield  no  meetings  in  fiscal  I96S. 


William  J.  Griffin  (Chairman) 

Joseph  A.  Curnane 
Carl  Gilbert 


John  Bresnahan 

John  Dennehy 

James  Lynch 

Nelson  Bui'kc 

Gene  Kelly 

Leo  Pis  tori  no 
Ellis  B.  Hillgrove,  Jr. 


Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Boston, 
Mass. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  Boston,  Mass. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  Gillette  Safety  Razor 
Co.;  Chairman,  Massachusetts  Port  Author- 
ity, Boston,  Mass. 

Executive  Vice  President,  Massachusetts  Motor 
Truck  Association,  Boston,  Mass. 

President,  Boston  .Shipping  Association,  Boston, 
Mass. 

President,  Boston  Wool  Trade  Association, 
Boston,  Mass. 

President,  Pennsylvania  Petroleum  Products 
Corp.,  Boston,  Mass. 

Pan  American  Airways,  Logan  International 
-Airport,  Boston,  Mass. 

Pistorino  & Co.,  Inc.,  Boston,  Mass. 

Executive  Director,  World  Trade  Center  of 
New'  England,  Boston,  Mass. 


Bridgeport,  Conn.,  District  meeting  dates — October  II,  1967,  and  May  4,  1968. 


Mrs.  Gertrude  M.  Cwikla 
(Chairman) 

Edw'ard  F.  Curley 

Douglas  Bennett 

Fred  Biebel,  Jr. 


William  M.  Denison  . 


M anning  Exton 


District  Dii  ector  of  Customs,  Bridgeport,  Conn. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Bridge- 
port, Conn. 

Chairman,  Connecticut  Regional  Export  E.x- 
pansion  Council,  Bridgepoi  t,  Conn. 

Executive  Director,  Wine  & Siririts  Wholesalers 
of  Connecticut,  Bridgeport,  Conn. 

Secretary-Treasurer,  Purchasing  Agents  Associa- 
tion of  Connecticut,  Bridgeport,  Conn. 

International  Trade  Specialist,  Connecticut  De- 
velopment Commission,  Bridgeport,  Conn. 
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Joseph  HannoQ 
C.  Frank  Hitchcock 
John  F.  O’Brien 
H.  B.  Wetherell 


Frederick  A.  RulDin 


Executive  Secretary,  Brewers  & Wholesalers 
Board  of  Trade,  Bridgeport,  Conn. 

President,  Motor  Transport  Association  of  Con- 
necticut, Inc.,  Bridgeport,  Conn. 

Executive  Director,  Connecticut  Petroleum 
Council,  Bridgeport,  Conn. 

Director,  Aeronautics,  Connecticut  Department 
of  Aeronautics,  Bridgeport,  Conn. 

Executive  Director,  Chamber  of  Commerce  of 
Northwest  Connecticut,  Bridgeport,  Conn. 


Buffalo,  N.Y.,  District  meeting  dates — October  12,  1.967,  and  March  14,  and 
April  10,  1968. 

John  F.  Chilton  (Chairman)  District  Director  of  Customs,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 
Harold  B.  Erhlich  Director,  Port  Authorit}',  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

Leland  A.  Wells  State  of  New  York  Representative,  Buffalo, 

N.Y. 


Edward  T.  Brick 


Fred  Neffke 
Edward  J.  Bennett 

Frank  Cronin 
Hugh  Willis 
Alfred  F,  Crone 


Peter  Tower 
Gordon  Murphj^ 


Manager,  Foreign  Affairs  & Transportation, 
Buffalo  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

Supervisor,  Customs  Railway  Express  Agenc}', 
Buffalo,  N.Y. 

President  (Maiiagement  Group)  Trucking  Fed- 
eration of  Niagara  Frontier,  Inc.,  Buffalo, 
N.Y. 

District  Sales  Manager,  New  Y'ork  Central 
Railroad,  Buffalo,  N.  Y. 

Operations  Manager,  Buffalo  & Fort  Erie  Public 
Bridge  Authority,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

Executive  Vice  President,  Brake  Beam  Com- 
pany; Chairman,  Public  Affairs  Committee, 
Central  Railway  Club,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

C.  J.  Tower  & Sons,  Inc.,  Customhouse  Brokers, 
Buffalo,  N.Y. 

Kingsway  Transportation  Companj'-,  Trans- 
portation Industry  Representative,  Associa- 
tion of  International  Border  Agencies,  Buffalo, 
N.Y. 


George  Urban 
Jay  .Douglas 


Manager,  Niagara  Falls  Bridge  Commission, 
Niagara  Falls,  N.Y. 

Manager,  Niagara  Falls  Airport,  Niagara  Falls, 


N.Y. 


Providence,  R.I.,  District  meeting  dates — October  9,  1967,  and  November  13, 
1967. 


Alfred  M.  Dumouchel 
(Chairman) 

William  E.  Harper 

John  M.  Fraser,  Jr. 

Duncan  W.  Bootli 
.Robert  N.  Nelson 
Herbert  S.  Lowell 
Blake  Schultz 

Joliu  J . Orr 
John  V.  Sylvia 

Mattliew  J.  Bento 


District  Director  of  Customs,  Providence,  R.I. 

Secretary  & Treasurer,  World  Trade  Club  of 
the  Gi'eater  Providence  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, Providence,  R.I. 

Vice  President,  Rhode  Island  Hospital  Trust 
Co.  (International  Department),  Providence, 

R.I. 

Vice  President,  Industrial  National  Bank 
(International  Department),  Providence,  R.I. 

Vice  President,  Goff  & Page  Co.  (Customs 
Brokers),  Providence,  R.I. 

Vice  President,  J.  F.  Moran  Co.  (Customs 
Brokers),  Providence,  R.I. 

Chairman,  Managers  Conference  of  Airlines 
Operations,  Theodore  Francis  Green  Airport, 
Providence,  R.I. 

Pr’esident,  Rhode  Island  Shipping  Association 
Inc.,  Providence,  R.I. 

President  & Business  Agent,  International 
Longshoremen’s  Association,  Local  1684,  Prov- 
idence, R.I. 

Business  Agent,  Intei'national  Longshoremen’s 
Association,  Local  1329,  Providence,  R.I, 
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Baltimore,  Md.,  District  meeting  date — October  11,  1967. 


Leslie  L.  Spiers  (Chairman) 
James  P.  JN'IcCann 

Vincent  J.  McGettigan 

M.  Sigmund  Shapiro 

F.  Peter  Polimini 

Maurice  E.  Curlee 


Robert  McCormick 


Paul  Welch 
John  Cotton 
Col.  John  Scott 
David  H.  Fishman 
Norbert  J.  Anderson 


District  Director  of  Customs,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Balti- 
more, Md. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Balti- 
more, Md. 

President,  Customhouse  Brokers  & Forwarders 
Association,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Foreign  Commerce  Representative,  Maryland 
Port  Authority,  B.altimore,  Md. 

Vice  President,  Lavship  of  Baltimore,  Inc. ; 
President,  Steamship  Trade  Association, 
Baltimore,  Md. 

Airport  Manager,  Pan  American  Airways, 
Association  of  Scheduled  Airlines  of  Balti- 
more, Md.,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Public  Relations,  McCormick  & Co.,  Inc., 
Baltimore,  Md. 

Station  Manager,  Eastern  Airlines,  Baltimore, 
Md. 

Airport  Director,  Friendship  International  Air- 
port, Baltimore,  Md. 

Assoeiate  Attorney,  Gordon,  Fienblatt  & Roth- 
man, Baltimore,  Md. 

President,  National  Customs  Service  Associ- 
ation, Baltimore  Branch,  Baltimore,  Md. 


Norfolk,  V’a.,  District  meeting  date — October  5,  1967. 


H.  Singleton  Garrett 
(Chairman) 

John  D.  Seldon 

Edmund  T.  Penxold,  Ji\ 

James  G.  Page 

Robert  Easier 


Janies  J\I.  Crumbley 
S.  C.  Bowman,  Jr. 


F.  E.  Dickerson 


Joseph  D.  Dean,  Jr. 

Alfred  Bernard  III 
Henry  W.  McDermott,  Jr. 


District  Director  of  Customs,  Norfolk,  Va. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Norfolk, 
Va. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Norfolk, 
Va. 

Secretary,  Customs  Brokers  Association, 
Norfolk,  Va. 

General  Partner,  Easier  & Co.,  Steamship 
Agents;  Chairman,  Hampton  Roads  Maritime 
Association  Committee  on  Commerce  & 
Transportation,  Norfolk,  Va. 

General  Manager,  Norfolk  Ports  & Industrial 
Authoi'ity,  Norfolk,  Va. 

President,  Virginia  Highway  Users  Association; 
President,  Virginia  Hauling  Co.  of  Richmond, 
Richmond,  Va. 

President,  Lamberts  Point  Docks,  Inc.,  Norfolk, 
V a. 

President,  Burlington  Industries  Wool  Co., 
Clarksville,  Vhi. 

Attorney,  P.  A.  Agelasto,  Norfolk,  Va. 

Regional  Vice  President,  National  Customs 
Service  Association  Region  III,  Norfolk,  Va. 


.Philadelphia,  Pa.,  District  meeting  date — October  11,  1967. 


Edward  J.  Henry  (Chairman) 
C.  Everett  Langhans 

William  J.  Lawrence 

John  Cook 

James  Kelly 

William  Keogh 


District  Director  of  Customs,  Philadelphia,  Pa- 
.4ssistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 

Program  Assistant,  U.S.  Customs,  Pliiladelphia, 
Pa. 

Cargo  Sales  Officer,  British  Overseas  Airway 
Corp.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Deputy  Director,  Port  Development,  Delaware 
River  Port  Authority,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Manager,  Port  Department,  Lavino  Shipping 
Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
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Francis  Muldoon  President,  J.  A,  McCarthy  Steamship  Company; 

President,  Philadelphia  Marine  Trade  Associa- 
tion, Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Car.3on  Simon  President,  Freight  Brokers,  Forwarders  & Cus- 

toms Brokers  Association,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Thomas  J.  Farrell  President,  Nation.al  Customs  Service  Associa- 

tion, Philadelphia  Brairch,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Miami,  Fla.,  13istrict  meeting  dates — September  14  and  November  16,  1967. 


J ames  E.  Tow.nsend 
(Chairman) 

W.  M.  Stankiewicz 

F.  Hennigan 

Carl  Matusek 
L.  Gorsettman 

John  J.  Otto 

I.  J.  Stephens 
R.  E.  Lund 

W.  T.  Norton 

David  Aucamp 

jN'Iiss  Sandra  Osborne 

George  A.  Smith 


District  Director  of  Customs,  Miami,  Fla. 

.\ssistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Miami, 
Fla. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Miami, 
Fla. 

President,  Carl  Matusek,  Inc.,  Miami,  Fla. 

President,  Customs  Brokers  & Forwarders  Asso- 

■ ciation,  Miami,  Fla. 

Miami  Manager,  Pan  American  Airways; 
Miami,  Fla. 

Director,  Dade  County  Seaport,  Miami,  Fla. 

Customs  Broker  & Freight  Forwarder,  West 
Palm  Beach,  Fla. 

Chief,  Operations  & Security,  INIiami  Interna- 
tional Airport,  Miami,  Fla. 

Manager,  Port  Everglades  Operations  Dept., 
Port  Everglades,  Fla. 

Superxdsor,  Import  Operations,  Air  Express 
'International  Agency,  Miami,  Fla. 

National  Customs  Service  Association,  Miami, 
Fla. 


San  Juan,  P.R.,  District  meeting  dates — August  28  and  November  T5,  1967. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  San  Juan,  .P.!R. 
-Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  San  Juan, 
P.R. 


R.  A.  Torrens  (Chairman) 
Pedro  R.  Acevedo  - 


J ulio  Barreto 

Francisco  Arroyo 

Claudio  Arce 

John  A.  Fernandez 

Fermin  R.  Moi'ales 
Jaime  Gonzalez  Oliver 

Robert  C.  Stimson  = 

J.  M.  Altieri 
iRobert  N.  Altman 
A.gustine  Benitez 


Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  San 
Juan,  P.R. 

Operations  Supervisor,  Sealand  Service,  Inc., 
San  Juan,  P.R. 

Representative,  New  York  Port  Authority,  San 
Juan,  P.R. 

Airport  Customer  Service  Manager,  Pan  Amer- 
ican Airways,  Inc.,  San  Juan,  P.R. 

Customhouse  Broker,  San  Juan,  P.R. 

President,  Travel  Agents  Association  of  Puerto 
Rico,  San  Juan,  P.R. 

General  Manager,  Railway  Express  Agency, 
Inc.,  San  Juan,  P.R. 

Cirstomhouse  Broker,  San  Juan,  P.R. 

Customs  Attorney,  San  Juan,  P.R. 

Regional  Director,  AFL-CIO  for  Puerto  Rico, 
San  Juan,  P.R. 


Tampa,  Fla.,  District  meeting  dates — July  27,  1967,  and  February  16,  1968. 


A.  B.  Angle  (Chairman) 
Vernon  R.  Elarbee 

Walter  hi.  Cline 


District  Director  of  Customs,  Tampa,  Fla.  ' 
Assistant 'District  Director  of  Customs,  Tampa, 
Fla. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Tampa, 
Fla. 


Sam  Gaillard 

Jack  Fitzgerald 
George  Beam 


President,  Block  Terminal,  Inc.,  Shipping 
Agent,  Lyke  Bros.,  Tampa,  Fla. 

Manager,  Tampia  Poi  t Authority,  Tampa,  Fla. 
Manager,  Tampa  International  Airport,  Tampa, 
Fla. 


Francis  Sack 


Customhouse  Broker,  Tampa,  Fla. 
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Howard  Baron 

A r th  ur  H en  d e rs  o n 

Julio  Feijoo 

John  E.  Probst 

David  Rawls 
John  G.  MeGifFin 

George  King 
Raymond  W.  Gage 

Miss  Sharon  Gail, or 
Raymond  D.  Clites 


Manager,  International  Div.,  Florida  Citrus 
Exchange,  Tampa,  Fla. 

Manager,  Agency  Services,  Transocean  i e Freigh  t- 
ing  Services,  Tampa,  Fla. 

Director',  Pan  Americair  Commission,  Tampa, 
Fla. 

Area  Manager,  Pan  American  Airways,  Tampa, 
Fla. 

Manager,  Port  Authority,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 

Customhouse  Brokers  & Freight  Forrvarder, 
Jacksonville,  Fla. 

Manager,  Port  Authority,  Cape  Canaveral,  Fla. 

President,  South  Atlantic  & Caribbean  Ports 
Association;  Executive  Director,  Florida 
Poi'ts  & Foreigtr  Tr  ade  Council,  Tampa,  Fla. 

Executive  Secretary,  Bonanni  Ship  Supply  Co., 
Tampa,  Fla. 

President,  National  Customs  Service  Associa- 
tion, Tampa,  Fla. 


New  Oi'leans,  La.,  Distr  ict  meeting  date — October  4,  1967. 


Milton  LeBlanc  (Chair-man) 
David  W.  Tuttle 

Thomas  R.  Speddon  , 

Salvatore  Giallanza 

John  W.  Merritt 
Maurice  Juge 
John  J.  Cru thirds 

Cecil  M!.  Shilstone 

Anthony  A.  Hern  and  ex 


Distr  ict  Director  of  Customs,  New'  Orleans,  La. 

President,  New  Orleans  Customhouse  Brokers 
Association,  New  Or'leans,  La. 

President,  Forwarding  Agents  & Foreign 
Brokers  Association  of  New'  Or-lcans,  New 
Orleans,  La 

A'ice  President,  New  Orleans  Steamship  Associ- 
ation, New  Orleans,  La. 

Partner,  R.  H.  Keen  & Co.,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Pi-esident,  A.  M.  Juge  Co.,  New  Orleans,  L.s.. 

Vice  President,  Maloney  Trucking  & Storage, 
Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Pr'esident,  Shilstone  Labor-ator-y,  Inc.,  New' 
Or'leans,  La. 

Pi-esident,  Ne-w  Orleans  Branch,  National 
Customs  Service  Association,  New  Orleans, 
La. 


M!obile,  Ala.,  District  meeting  dates — October  12,  1967,  and  March  19,  1968. 


Clarence  C.  How'ai'd 
(Chair-man) 

.Tames  T.  I;oe 
R.  S.  Price 

John  L.  Godw'in 

!D.  M.  Hai'gett 

W.  A.  Stein 

Harvey  L.  Perry 

C.  H.  Haig,  Jr. 

John  P.  McKa\' 

B.  L.  Skinner 


District  Dii-ector  of  Customs,  Mobile,  Ala. 

A^ice  President,  Page  & Jones,  Inc.,  Mobile,  Ala. 

President,  Mobile  Steamship  Association,  Mo- 
bile, Ala. 

President,  Forw'arding  Ageirts  & Foreign  Freight 
Bi'okers  Association  of  Mobile,  Mobile,  Ala. 

A'ice  Pi-esident,  DeVan  Inspection  Co.,  Inc., 
Mobile,  Ala. 

District  Traffic  Manager,  Alumimrra  Company 
of  America,  Mobile,  Ala. 

Pre.sident,  Mobile  Branch,  National  Cirstoms 
Service  Association,  Mobile,  Ala. 

Geireral  Traffic  Manager,  Alabama  State  Docks 
Department,  Mobile,  Ala. 

Disti'ict  Manager,  Gordons  Transport,  Inc., 
Mobile,  Ala. 

As.sistant  Freight  Traffic  Manager,  Southern 
Railway  System,  Mobile,  Ala. 


D.allas  and  Fort  AA^'orth,  Tex.,  District  meeting  date — October  10,  1967. 


Hai-ry  G.  Kellv  (Chairman) 
AAL  AV.  Follett" 

D.  AV.  Michael 
Patrick  S.  Lacy 
D.  Duirre 


District  Director  of  Customs,  Houston,  Tex. 
Customs  Port  Director,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Customs  Port  Director,  Fort  AVorth,  Tex. 
Customs  Port  Director,  Oklahoma  City,  ,Okla. 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  Dallas,  Tex. 
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E.  R.  Lamier 
J.  P.  Little 

M.  Duensing 
G.  E,  Posey 

W.  O.  Black 


Chamber  of  Commerce,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
Oklahoma  City  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Okla- 
homa City,  Okla. 

Tulsa  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
Customhouse  Brokers  Association,  Houston, 
Tex. 

Central  Freight  Lines,  Houston,  Tex. 


Laredo,  Tex.  District  meeting  date — September  16,  1967. 


H.  E.  Outlaw  (Chairman) 
Merle  L.  Murphy 
Jose  Cruz  ; 

Ray  A.  Haux 


Frank  Davila 


T.  H.  Gonzalez 
J.  G.  Guerra 

W.  G.  Hovel,  Jr. 
L.  D.  Kerr 
W.  Jj.  Webber 


District  Director  of  Customs,  Jjaredo,  Tex. 
Customs  Port  Director,  Brownsville,  Tex. 
Customs  Port  Director,  Eagle  Pass,  Tex. 
Station  Manager,  American  Airlines,  San 
Antonio,  Tex. 

Member,  Board  of  Directors,  Hemisfair  ’68, 
San  Antonio,  Tex. 

Customhouse  Broker,  Eagle  Pass,  Tex. 
Manager,  Brownsville-Matamoros  Bridge  Co., 
Brownsville,  Tex. 

Customhouse  Broker,  Ijaredo,  Tex. 

Kerr’s  Curios,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

Traffic  Manager,  Texas-Mexican  Railroad  Co., 
Laredo,  Tex. 


El  Paso,  Tex.,  District  meeting  date — September  18,  1967. 


R.  H.  Dwigans  (Chairman) 
John  E.  A'lartin 
Antonio  J.  Taylor 
Bill  Morrow 


Enrique  Munoz  Brohez 
T.  J.  Woodside 
Bishop  L.  Bailey,  Sr. 


District  Dii'ectoi'  of  Customs,  El  Paso,  Tex. 
Martin  Brokerage  Co.,  El  Paso,  Tex. 

Old  Mexico  Shop,  El  Paso,  Tex. 

Western  Vending  Co.;  Member  International 
Relations  Committee,  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
El  Paso,  Tex. 

President,  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Juarez, 
Chih.,  Mexico. 

General  Manager,  American  Smelting  & Re- 
fining Co.,  El  Paso,  Tex. 

Bailey  Fluorspar  Co.,  Marathon,  Tex. 


Galveston,  Houston,  and  Port  Arthur,  Tex.,  Districts  meeting  date — October  3, 
1967. 


Harry  G.  Kelley 
(Co-Chairman) . 

George  L.  C.  Pratt 
(Co-Chairman) . 

Robert  A.  Cole  (Co-Chairman) 
B.  H.  Harder 
S.  J.  Webster,  Sr. 

J.  W.  Campbell 
R.  E.  Reed 
J.  H.  Raspberry 


J.  M.  T.  Stewart 
W.  W.  Fitzpatrick,  Jr. 


District  Directoi'  of  Customs,  Houston,  Tex. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  Galveston,  Tex. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  I’ort  Arthur,  Tex. 
Thomas  J.  Lipton,  Inc.,  Galveston,  Tex. 
Strachan  Shipping  Co.,  Galveston,  Tex. 
Southern  Pacific  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 

Hansen  & Tidemann,  Houston,  Tex. 

President,  International  Longshoremen’s  Asso- 
ciation (1273),  Galveston,  Tex. 

International  Longshoremen’s  Union,  Houston, 
Tex. 

Port  Arthur  Steamship  Agencv,  Port  .Arthur, 
Tex. 


Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  District  meeting  dates— October  4 and  November  30,  1967, 
and  Januai'y  17,  and  March  20,  1968. 

William  R.  Knoke  (Chairman)  District  Director  of  Customs,  Los  Angeles, 

Calif. 

Lewis  E.  Coppersmith  President,  Foi-eign  Trade  Club  of  Southern 

California;  President,  Customhouse  Brokers, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Hannan  J.  DeLacy  President,  Transportation  Club  of  Southern 

California;  General  Freight  .Agent,  Union 
. Pacific  Railroad,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
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J.  A.  Berry 

Miss  Marjorie  M.  Shostak 

John  A.  Sowers 
Francis  V.  Swanson 
Robert  L.  Waggoner 

William  D.  White 
Clifford  N.  Bailey 
Jerome  K.  Nelson 


President,  Southern  California  Terminal  Op- 
erators Association,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Chairman,  Import  Legislation  & Customs  Com- 
mittee, Los  Angeles  Chamber  of  Commerce; 
Customs  Attorney,  Stein  & Shostak,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

Manager,  World  Trade  Department,  Los 
Angeles  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

President,  Los  Angeles  Steamship  Association; 
Assistant  Manager,  Inter-Olsen  Agencies, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Chairman,  Customs  Coordinating  Committee, 
Los  Angeles  Air  Cargo  Association;  President, 
International  Customs  Service,  Inc.,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

Chairman,  Licensed  Customhouse  Broker 
Association;  President,  Frank  P.  Dow  Co., 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Chairman,  Los  Angeles  Orange  Unit  of  the 
California  Trucking  Association,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

National  Vice  President,  National  Customs 
Service  Association,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 


San  Francisco,  Calif.,  District  meeting  date — November  15,  1967.' 


Ben  A.  Burk  (Chairman) 
George  K.  Brokaw 
Paul  A.  Ahearn 
Ted  L.  Rausch 
Don  Van  Iderstine 

Karl  E.  Giradi 

A.  S.  Glickbarg 

F.  E.  Kriebel 
Tom  Caylor 
Jack  Gomperts 
James  Baker 


Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  San  Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  San  Francisco, 
Calif. 

Chairman,  Air  Facilitation  Committee,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

President,  Customs  Brokers  & Freight  For- 
warders Association,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Manager,  Freight  Department,  Pacific  Far  East 
Lines  & Pacific  Steamship  Association,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

President,  San  Francisco  Chapter,  National 
Customs  Service  Association,  San  Francisco, 
Calif. 

Board  Chairman,  Pacific  Intermountain  Ex- 
press; and  Member,  American  Trucking 
Association,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Vice  President,  Southern  Pacific  Railroad,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

Chairman,  World  Trade  Division,  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

President,  California  Council  for  International 
Trade,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Business  Agent,  Teamsters  Local  No.  85,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 


Seattle,  Wash.,  District  meeting  date — November  17,  1967. 


Ben  A.  Burk  (Chairman) 

Roy  L.  Peterson 
George  E.  Harrison 

Joe  Hansford 


Walt  Li  tell 
Frank  0.  Rasmussen 


Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  San  Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  Seattle,  Wash. 

District  Manager,  Transportational  Services, 
Northwest  Airlines,  Seattle,  Wash. 

President,  George  S.  Bush  & Co.;  President, 
Seattle  Customs  Brokers  & Freight  For- 
warders Association,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Secretary,  Puget  Sound  Steamship  Operators 
Association,  Seattle,  Wash. 

President,  Washington  Chapter,  National  Cus- 
toms Service  Association,  Seattle,  Wash. 
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Carl  H.  Pickrell 

Martin  O’Rorke 

J.  Eldon  Opheim 
Oliver  Olson 

Henry  Levinger 


Foreign  Freight  Agent,  Northern  Pacific  Rail- 
road, Seattle,  Wash. 

Manager,  World  Trade  & Transportation  Depart- 
ment, Chamber  of  Commerce,  Seattle,  Wash. 

General  Manager,  Port  of  Seattle,  Seattle,  Wash. 

President,  International  Longshoremen’s  & 
Warehousemen’s  Union,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Assistant  Director,  Port  of  Seattle’s  Trade  & 
Development  Department,  Seattle,  Wash. 


The  Juneau,  Alaska,  District  held  no  meetings. 


Ben  A.  Burk  (Chairman) 

William  J.  Ritchie 
Frank  M.  Murlrowski 

C.  A.  Schule 

Don  Dickey 
Ralph  Sanders 
Cliff  Taro 
Henry  Hedberg 


Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  San  Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  Juneau,  Alaska. 

Commissioner,  Department  of  Economic  De- 
velopment, State  of  Alaska,  Juneau,  Alaska 

Chairman,  Air  Facilitation  Committee,  North- 
west Airlines,  International  Airport,  Anchor- 
age, Alaska 

General  Manager,  Alaska  State  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  Juneau,  Alaska 

Managing  Director,  Alaska  Carriers  Association, 
Juneau,  Alaska 

President,  Southeast  Stevedoring  Corp.,  Ketchi- 
kan, Alaska 

Secretary-Treasurer,  State  Federation  of  Labor, 
AFL-CIO,  Juneau,  Alaska 


The  Honolulu,  Hawaii,  District  held  no  meetings. 


Ben  A.  Burk  (Chairman) 

Dr.  Ernest  I.  Murai 
Jack  Ellis 

Francis  J.  Kojima 

W.  Russell  Starr 

Harry  K.  Brown,  Jr. 

Admiral  E.  A.  Wright,  USN 
(Retired) 

Walter  Dodds,  Jr. 


Reponal  Commissioner  of  Customs,  San  Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  Honolulu,  Ha- 
waii 

Airport  Service  Manager,  Pan  American  Air- 
w'ays;  Chairman,  Honolulu  Air  Facilitation 
Committee,  Honolulu,  Hawaii 

President,  American  Customs  Brokerage  Co., 
Inc.,  Honolulu,  Hawaii 

Vice  President,  Matson  Navigation  Co.,  Hono- 
lulu, Hawaii 

President,  Hawaii  Branch,  National  Customs 
Service  Association,  Honolulu,  Hawaii 

Deputy  Director  for  Operations,  Dept,  of 
Transportation,  State  of  Hawaii,  Honolulu, 
Hawaii 

Director  of  Advertising,  Dillingham  Corp., 
Honolulu,  Hawaii 


Chicago,  111.,  District  meeting  dates — September  26,  1967,  and  January  16,  1968. 


Fred  R.  Boyett  (Co-Chairman) 

Heinz  L.  Herz  (Co-Chairman) 
Edward  E.  Russell 

Warren  J.  Simmons 

Marcus  J.  Kitchelt 
William  E.  Downes,  Jr. 

John  J.  Manley 

Robert  A.  Procknow 

Werner  J.  K.  Burchard 


Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Chicago 

111. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  Chicago,  111. 
Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Chicago 

111. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Chicago, 

Customs  Agent  in  Charge,  Chicago,  111. 
Commissioner,  Department  of  Aviation,  City 
of  Chicago,  Chicago,  111. 

Port  Director,  Department  of  the  Port  of 
Chicago,  Chicago,  111. 

President,  Importers  Association  of  Chicago, 
Chicago,  111. 

Acting  Executive  Secretary,  U.S.  Great  Lakes 
Shipping  Association,  Chicago,  111. 
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William  A.  McGinty 
Vilas  Johnson 

Dimitri  Tsohas 
William  Noorlag,  Jr. 
Foy  Phillips 
Vid  Rapsys 
John  Shanahan 

Martin  H.  Plotnick 
Maxim  M.  Cohen 


President,  Customhouse  Brokers  Association 
of  Chicago,  Inc.,  Chicago,  111. 

Director,  World  Trade  Division,  Chicago  Asso- 
ciation of  Commerce  & Industry,  Chicago, 
111. 

Chairman,  International  Air  Carriers  Associ- 
ation, Chicago,  111. 

General  Manager,  Central  Motor  Freight  Asso- 
ciation, Chicago,  111. 

Chairman,  O’Hare  Airlines  Managers’  Associa- 
tion, Chicago,  111. 

President,  International  Air  Cargo  Association, 
Chicago,  111. 

President,  Chicago  National  Customs  Service 
Association  & Regional  Vice  President, 
Chicago,  111. 

Chairman,  Import  Committee,  International 
Trade  Club,  Chicago,  111. 

General  Manager,  Chicago  Regional  Port 
District,  Chicago,  111. 


Detroit,  Mich.,  District  meeting  dates — October  3,  1967,  and  January  16,  1968. 

Fred  R.  Boyett  (Co-Chairman)  Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Chicago,  111. 
Louis  A.  Mezzano  (Co-Chairman)  District  Director  of  Customs,  Detroit,  Mich. 


Walter  R.  Ottinger 

Joseph  Grubach 

Kenneth  R.  Aschim 
John  M.  Grose 

Richard  Daday 

John  C.  Ray 

John  W.  Kinsey 

Heinz  R.  Bonsel 

Jack  McNamara 

Homer  W.  Rice 

Robert  W.  Ehinger 


Thomas  G.  Ouelettt 


Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Detroit, 
Mich. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Detroit, 
Mich. 

Customs  Agent  in  Charge,  Detroit,  Mich. 

President,  Detroit  Customhouse  Brokers  & 
Foreign  Freight  Forwarders,  Detroit,  Mich. 

Chairman,  Airport  Facilitation  Committee, 
Detroit,  Mich. 

Member  U.S.  Customs  Court  Bar,  Detroit, 
Mich. 

Manager,  World  Trade  Department,  Greater 
Detroit  Board  of  Commerce,  Detroit,  Mich. 

President,  Detroit  Chapter,  U.S.  Great  Lakes 
Shipping  Association,  Detroit,  Mich. 

Manager,  Michigan  Trucking  Association,  De- 
troit, Mich. 

President,  National  Customs  Shipping  Asso- 
ciation, Detroit,  Mich. 

President,  American  Federation  of  Govern- 
ment Employees,  Lodge  No.  176,  Detroit, 
Mich. 

Second  Vice  President,  International  Banking 
Department,  Manufacturers  National  Bank  of 
Detroit,  Detroit,  Mich. 


Duluth,  Minn.,  District  meeting  date — September  28,  1967. 


Fred  R.  Boyett  (Co-Chairman) 

C.  L.  Bingham  (Co-Chairman) 

D.  E.  Grimwood 

M.  D.  Stark 
Sven  Hubner 
David  W.  Oberlin 
John  A.  Cech 


Mrs.  Lou  V.  Moe 


Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Chicago,  111. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  Duluth,  Minn. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  (Customs,  Duluth, 
Minn. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Duluth, 
Minn. 

President,  Duluth-Superior  Marine  Asso., 
Duluth,  Minn. 

Port  Director,  Seaway  Port  Authority  of 
Duluth,  Duluth,  Minn. 

President,  Twin-Ports  Agents  Association,  Asso- 
ciation of  Railroad  Agents,  Duluth-Superior, 
Duluth,  Minn. 

Vice  President,  Norman  G.  Jensen,  Inc., 
Duluth,  Minn. 
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Theodore  W.  Svensson 
Melvin  Maust 

Robert  Ion 

Charles  B.  Ochis  i 

George  A.  Barber 


Customhouse  Broker,.  Duluth,  Minn. 

President,  Twin  Ports  Motor  Carriers  Asso- 
ciation, Duluth,  Minn. 

Manager,  Duluth  International  Airport  & 
Sky  Harbor  Airport,  Duluth,  Minn. 

Senior  Agent,  North  Central  Airlines,  Duluth, 
Minn. 

President,  Minnesota  Border  Branch,  National 
Customs  Service  Association,  International 
Falls-Ranier,  Minn. 


Cleveland,  Ohio,  District  meeting  date — October  10,  1967. 


Fred  R.  Boyett  (Co-Chairman) 

John  F.  Kovacic  (Co-Chair- 
man) 

John  K.  Cooper 

Donald  L.  Cavanaugh 

Frank  W.  Durzenski 
Bother  A.  Koeberer 

Donald  Brain 

Noel  Painchaud 

John  E.  Doyle,  Jr. 

Robert  Loomis 

Walter  Swanson 

Thomas  Coakley 

Herbert  Lederer 
George  Fox 

R.  W.  Gresham 

Gillen  H.  Geierman 

Warren  Slater 


Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Chicago, 

111. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  Cleveland,  Ohio 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Cleve- 
land, Ohio 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Cleve- 
land, Ohio 

Customs  Agent  in  Charge,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
Executive  Director,  Cleveland  World  Trade 
Association,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
International  TrafiBc  Manager,  Goodyear  Tire 
& Rubber  Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
Port  Director,  City  of  Cleveland,  Cleveland, 
Ohio 

Commissioner  of  Airports,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
Chairman,  Cleveland  Customhouse  Brokers 
Association,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
Chairman,  Cleveland  Maritime  Association, 
Clevelanck  Ohio 

President,  Cleveland  Stevedoring  Co.,  Cleve- 
land, Ohio 

President,  Lederer  Terminals,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
Stations  Operations  Manager,  Air  Canada, 
Cleveland,  Ohio 

Secretary-Treasurer,  Fenton  Co.,  Cleveland, 
Ohio 

International  Market  Research  Analyst,  Eaton, 
Yale  & Towne,  Inc.,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
National  Customs  Service  Association,  Cleve- 
land, Ohio 


Minneapolis,  Minn.,  District  meeting  dates — September  27,  1967,  and  Janu- 
ary 31,  and  April  24,  1968. 


Fred  R.  Boyett  (Co-Chairman) 

Mrs.  Marjorie  Maki  (Co- 
Chairman) 

Gordon  Christensen 

Francis  Fox 

John  M.  Gleason 

Mike  Bolnick 

John  Homyak 

D.  W.  Weidt 

Miss  Margaret  Abbott 

Robert  J.  Breidel 


Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Chicago, 

111. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Minne- 
apolis, Minn. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Minne- 
apolis, Minn. 

Norman  G.  Jensen,  Inc.,  Customhouse  Broker, 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

Executive  Assistant  to  the  President,  Werner 
Transportation  Co.,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

Chairman,  Airlines  Manager  Council,  Minne- 
apolis, Minn. 

President,  Twin  Cities  Freight  Agents  Associa- 
tion, Minneapolis,  Minn. 

Import  Director,  Daytons,  Inc.,  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

President,  National  Customs  Service  Associa- 
tion, Minneapolis,  Minn. 
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Milwaukee,  Wis.,  District  meeting  date — September  20,  1967. 


Fred  R.  Boyett  (Co-Chairman) 
Walter  P.  Turek 
(Co-Chairman) 

Frank  Braun 

Joseph  Zaharias 

Harry  C.  Brockel 

Harold  E.  Gawlik 


Richard  Gardinier 
Frank  Weber 
Ted  Hanson 
Earl  Smith 


Robert  Brown 

Larry  Lehman 

David  A.  Salentine 
Arnold  E.  Anderson 


Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Chicago,  111. 

District  Director  of  Customs,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 

Municipal  Port  Director,  Milwaukee  Board  of 
Harbor  Commissioners,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Manager,  Domestic  & International  Trade, 
Metropolitan  Milwaukee  Association  of  Com- 
merce, Milwaukee,  Wis. 

President-Treasurer,  M.  E.  Dey  & Co.,  Inc., 
Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Vice  President,  Salen tine  & Co.,  Inc.,  Milwaukee, 
Wis. 

President,  Hanson  Seaway,  Ltd.,  Milwaukee, 
Wis. 

Supervisor,  Freight  Operations,  Milwaukee 
Terminal,  Northwest  Airlines,  Milwaukee, 
Wis. 

Sales  Manager,  Consolidated  Freightways,  Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 

Manager  of  Taxes,  A.  0.  Smith  Corp.,  Milwau- 
kee, Wis. 

Secretary,  Salen  tine  & Co.,  Inc.,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

President,  National  Customs  Service  Associa- 
tion, Milwaukee,  Wis. 


St.  Louis,  Mo.,  District  meeting  date — September  20,  1967. 


Fred  R.  Boyett  (Co-Chairman) 

Jos^h  P.  Garrity 
(d!o-Chairman) 

Charles  L.  Sohwier 

Lowell  J.  Pfenning 

J.  Steinback 

W.  L.  Eilermann 
R.  Brooks 
W.  N.  Epstein 
Hector  R.  Dominquez 
B.  J.  Bowdon 
Lowell  Burns 

K.  L.  Borgmier 
Charles  L.  Schwier 


Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Chicago, 

District  Director  of  Customs,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  St. 
Louis,  Mo. 

Assistant  District  Director  of  Customs,  St. 
Louis,  Mo. 

Owner,  Missouri  Flower  & Feather  Co.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo. 

Administrative  Assistant  to  the  Manager, 
Browning  Arms  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Claim  Agent,  Gordon  Transports,  Inc.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo. 

Customs  Specialist,  J.  F.  Goldkamp  & Co.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo. 

Vice  President,  First  National  Bank,  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

Manager,  Metal  & Ore  Department,  American 
Zinc  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Director,  Department  of  Trade  Developments 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  St.  I;Ouis,  Mo. 

Cargo  Sales  Manager,  Transworld  Airlines,  Inc., 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 

National  Customs  Service  Association,  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 
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ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  INTERNATIONAL  MONETARY  ARRANGEMENTS 

The  purpose  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on  International  Monetary  Arrange- 
ments is  to  provide  to  the  Treasury  Department  advice  and  recommendations 
with  respect  to  the  development  of  means  of  assuring  an  adequate  supply  of 
world  liquidity  through  international  monetary  arrangements.  The  Committee 
consists  of  persons  representing  the  U.S.  segment  of  the  international  financial 
community  and  of  economists  specializing  in  financial  and  international  monetary 
affairs.  The  functions  of  the  Committee  are  solely  advisory. 

Formation  of  the  Committee  was  announced  on  July  3,  1965.  During  fiscal 
1968,  the  Committee  held  7 meetings  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and 
other  Government  officials  on  August  17,  November  3,  November  28,  January  9, 
February  23,  March  27,  and  April  18. 

Membership  of  the  Committee  was  as  follows: 

Douglas  Dillon  (Chairman)  Former  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  New  York, 

N.Y. 

Professor  of  Political  Economy,  Harvard  Uni- 
versity, Cambridge,  Mass. 

Economic  consultant  specializing  in  inter- 
national monetary  policy,  Washington,  D.C. 
President,  Brookings  Institution,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Professor  of  Economics,  University  of  Min- 
nesota, Minneapolis,  Minn, 

Senior  Partner,  Lazard  Freres  and  Co.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

President,  Chase  Manhattan  Bank,  New  York, 
N.Y. 

Partner,  Brown  Bros.  Harriman  & Co.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

Chairman  Emeritus,  Connecticut  General  Life 
Insurance  Co.,  Hartford,  Conn. 


Francis  M.  Bator 
Edward  M.  Bernstein 
Kermit  Gordon 
Walter  W.  Heller 
Andre  Meyer 
David  Rockefeller 
Robert  V.  Roosa 
Frazar  B.  Wilde 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  PENSION  PLANS 


The  Advisory  Committee  on  Pension  Plans  was  established  on  January  19, 
1967,  by  the  Treasury  Department.  The  panel  furnishes  advice  to  the  Depart- 
ment in  connection  with  its  current  review  of  the  rules  for  integrating  pension, 
annuity,  profit-sharing,  and  stock  bonus  plans  with  old-age,  survivors,  and  dis- 
ability insurance  benefits  provided  under  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  in 
1965. 

The  Committee  met  on  March  12,  1968. 

The  panel  of  consultants  included  the  following: 


Morton  C.  Bernstein 
Herman  C.  Biegel 
Richard  H.  Bullen 

Earl  F.  Cheit 

Marion  B.  Folsom 
Leonard  Lesser 

William  Lowe 

Dan  McGill 

Thomas  H.  Paine 
Bert  Seidman 

Eugene  M.  Thor6 

Marvin  M.  Wilf 


Professor  of  Law,  Ohio  State  University,  Co- 
lumbus, Ohio. 

Attorney,  Lee,  Toomey  & Kent,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Vice  President  and  Group  Executive,  Inter- 
national Business  Machines  Corp.,  Armonk, 
N.Y. 

Professor  of  Business  Administration,  Univer- 
sity of  California,  Berkelw,  Calif. 

Director,  Eastman  Kodak  Co.,  Rochester,  N.Y. 

General  Counsel,  Industrial  Union  Dept., 
AFL-CIO,  Washington,  D.C. 

Vice  President  and  Treasurer,  Inland  Steel  Co., 
Chicago,  111. 

Chairman,  Pension  Research  Council,  Univer- 
sity of  Pennsylvania,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Partner,  Hewitt  Associates,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Director,  AFL-CIO  Social  Security  Dept., 
Washington,  D.C. 

President,  Life  Insurance  Association  of  Amer- 
ica, New  York,  N.Y. 

Attorney,  White  & Williams,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
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NEW  YORK  PIER  COMMITTEE 


Establishment  of  the  New  York  Pier  Committee  was  approved  by  a memoran- 
dum dated  January  31,  1966,  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  Assistant 
Secretary  True  Davis. 

The  function  of  the  Committee  is  to  achieve  minimum  facility  improvements 
to  the  appearance  and  functional  efficiency  of  five  New  York  City  passenger 
piers  utilized  by  the  majority  of  passenger  vessels  calling  at  New  York.  The 
Committee  met  on  December  4,  1967,  and  was  abolished  December  20,  1967. 

The  membership  in  fiscal  year  1968  follows: 


True  Davis  (Chairman) 

Leo  E.  Brown  1 
Herbert  B.  Halbergj 
Dr.  Ottone  Empoldi 

Adm.  John  M.  Will 

Frank  C.  Grant 

C.  N.  Anderson 

A.  L.  Harbin 

Jacques  Dougnet 

Timothy  P.  Sullivan 


Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Treasury 
Department,  Washington,  D.C. 

Commissioner,  Department  of  Marine  and  Avia- 
tion, City  of  New  York,  New  York,  N.Y. 

General  Manager  for  the  United  States  and 
Canada,  Italian  Line,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  American  Export 
Isbrandtsen  Lines,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Vice  President,  United  States  Lines  Co.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

President,  Cunard  Steamship  Co.,  Ltd.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

Deputy  General  Manager,  Cunard  Steamship 
Co.,'Ltd  New  York,  N.Y. 

General  Manager  for  U.S.A.,  Canada,  and 
Mexico,  French  Line,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Barewald,  Porco  & DeBore,  New  York,  N.Y. 


TREASURY  CONSULTATIVE  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  BUSINESS  COUNCIL 


The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  proposed  this  Committee  May  8,  1965,  “to  keep 
up  a two-way  exchange  and  dialog  on  areas  of  mutual  concern  to  the  Treasury 
and  to  the  business  community.”  The  Consultative  Committee  consists  of 
members  of  the  Business  Council  from  major  industrial  and  financial  sectors. 
The  functions  of  the  Committee  are  solely  advisory. 

Formation  of  the  Committee  was  announced  on  July  8,  1965.  During  fiscal 
1968,  the  Committee  held  two  meetings  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and 
other  Treasury  officials  on  August  21  and  December  6. 

Membership  of  the  Committee  during  fiscal  1968  was  as  follows: 


Harold  Boeschenstein  (Chair- 
man) 

Eugene  N.  Beesley 
Roger  M.  Blough 

Bert  S.  Cross 

Paul  L.  Davies 
Frederic  G.  Donner 

G.  Keith  Funston 

Thomas  S.  Gates,  Jr. 

Frank  R.  Milliken 

David  Packard 

Sidney  J.  Weinberg 

Henry  S.  Wingate 


Chairman,  Owens-Corning  Fiberglas  Corp., 
New  York,  N.Y. 

President,  Eli  Lilly  & Co.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Chairman,  United  States  Steel  Corp.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

President,  Minnesota  Mining  & Mfg.  Co.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 

Senior  Partner,  Lehman  Bros.,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Chairman,  General  Motors  (jorp..  New  York, 
N.Y. 

Chairman,  Olin  Mathieson  Chemical  Corp., 
New  York,  N.Y. 

President,  Morgan  Guaranty  Trust  Co.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

President,  Kennecott  Copper  Corp.,  New  York, 
N.Y. 

Chairman,  Hewlett-Packard  Co.,  Palo  Alto, 
Calif. 

Partner,  Goldman,  Sachs  & Co.,  New  York 
N.Y. 

Chairman,  The  International  Nickel  Co.,  Inc., 
New  York,  N.Y. 


Albert  L.  Nickerson 


Ex  officio  member 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 
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Commissioner  of  Customs 

JOINT  customs/ AIRLINE  WORKING  GROUP  ON  AIR  CARGO 

This  Group  was  established  by  memorandum  dated  May  8,  1964,  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

The  functions  of  the  Group  are  to  review  industry  procedures  for  handling  air 
cargo  and  related  customs  procedures  for  the  assessment  and  collection  of  duties 
and  taxes  on  imported  merchandise;  to  determine  if  these  procedures  can  be 
integrated  into  a system  to  provide  a simplified  method  of  clearance  with  a 
minimum  of  delay  and  provide  adequate  controls  for  customs  purposes. 

The  members  of  the  Group,  which  met  in  fiscal  year  1968  on  November  8,  1967, 
and  March  6,  1968,  were  as  follows: 

G.  H.  Heidbreder  (Chairman)  Deputy  Director,  Division  of  Inspection  and 

Control,  Bureau  of  Customs,  Treasury 
Department,  Washington,  D.C. 

E.  G.  Wing  Operations  OflBcer,  Bureau  of  Customs, 

Treasury  Department,  Washington,  D.C. 
Albert  J.  Francis,  Jr.  Assistant  Director,  Office  of  Operations, 

Bureau  of  Customs,  Treasury  Department, 
Washin^on,  D.C. 

Edward  J.  Doyle  Assistant  Director,  Office,  of  Regulations  and 

Rulings,  Bureau  of  Customs,  Treasury 
Department,  Washington,  D.C. 

John  D.  Robison  Assistant  Director,  Office  of  Operations, 

Bureau  of  Customs,  Treasury  Department, 
Washington,  D.C. 

John  B.  O’Loughlin  Assistant  Director,  Office  of  Operations, 

Bureau  of  Customs,  Treasury  Department, 
Washing^ton,  D.C. 

J.  R.  Gorson  Manager-Facilitation,  Air  Transport  Associa- 

tion, Washington,  D.C. 

S.  W.  McMillion  Manager-Traffic  Agreements  and  Procedures, 

United  Air  Lines,  Chicago,  111. 

L.  M.  Rogers  Director,  Traffic  Administration,  American 

Airlines,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Jay  L.  Sheppard  Manager-Facilitation,  Pan  American  Air- 

ways, New  York,  N.Y. 

F.  Johnson  British  Overseas  Airways  Corporation,  New 

York,  N.Y. 

R.  W.  Williams  Director,  Customs  Service,  Seaboard  World 

Airlines,  Inc.,  JFK  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  N.Y. 

E.  J.  Miller  Manager-Travel  Facilitation,  Trans  World 

Airlines,  New  York.  N.Y. 

Commissioner  of  Internai  Revenue 

ADVISORY  GROUP  TO  THE  COMMISSIONER  OF  INTERNAL  REVENUE 

This  Group  was  established  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  on  June 
17,  1959. 

This  Committee,  which  represents  professional  and  other  private  groups  con- 
cerned with  Federal  taxation,  provides  constructive  criticism  of  Internal  Revenue 
policies  and  procedures  and  suggests  ways  in  which  the  Service  can  improve  its 
operations. 

The  Advisory  Group  met  on  September  14-15,  and  December  18-19,  1967, 
and  March  14-15,  and  June  13-14,  1968. 

The  membership  in  fiscal  1968  follows: 

Bernard  Barnett  C.P.A.,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Carl  W.  Brieske  The  Kroger  Company,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Edwin  S.  Cohen  University  of  Virginia  Law  School,  Charlottes- 

ville, Va. 

Raymond  E.  Graichen  C.P.A.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Harding  L.  Lawrence  Braniff  Airways,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Leonard  Lesser  AFL-CIO,  Washington,  D.C. 

A.  Byrne  Litschgi  Attorney,  Tampa,  Fla. 
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Max  E.  Meyer 
John  S.  Nolan 
Edwin  J.  Reimann 
Ernest  L.  Wehner 
Robert  M.  Winokur 


Attorney,  Chicago,  111. 

Attorney,  Washington,  D.C. 

Public  Accountant,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
C.P.A.,  Houston,  Tex. 

Attorney,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 


ART  ADVISORY  PANEL  TO  THE  COMMISSIONER  OP  INTERNAL  REVENUE 


This  Panel  was  established  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  on 
February  1,  1968. 

This  Committee,  representing  the  three  major  segments  of  the  art  world — 
museums,  universities,  and  dealers — provides  advice  to  the  Internal  Revenue 
Service  on  the  valuation  of  works  of  art  for  Federal  tax  purposes. 

The  Art  Panel  met  on  February  13-14,  and  June  13-14,  1968. 

The  membership  of  the  Panel  in  fiscal  1968  follows; 


Dr.  Richard  F.  Brown 
Charles  C.  Cunningham 
Louis  Goldenberg 
Dr.  Sherman  E.  Lee 

Edward  R.  Lubin 
A.  Hyatt  Mayor 

Allan  McNab 

Prof.  Charles  Seymoujr,  Jr. 

Gordon  Mackintosh  Smith 

Eugene  V.  Thaw 


Director,  Kimbell  Foundation,  Ft.  Worth,  Tex. 
Director,  Art  Institute  of  Chicago,  Chicago,  111. 
Art  Deale^  Wildenstein  & Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
Director,  Cleveland  Museum  of  Art,  Cleveland, 
Ohio 

Art  Dealer,  E.  R.  Lubin,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y. 
President,  Hispanic  Society  of  America,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

Art  Consultant,  La  Points,  Wis. 

Yale  University,  New  Haven,  Conn. 

Director,  Albright-Knox  Art  Gallery,  Buffalo, 
N.Y. 

Art  Dealer,  E.  V.  Thaw  Co.,  New  York,  N.Y. 


Comptroller  of  the  Currency 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  INTERNATIONAL  BANKING 


This  Committee  was  formed  on  October  2,  1964,  by  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  to  provide  the  Comptroller  with  technical  advice  and  suggestions  which 
are  essential  to  effective  supervision  of  the  international  financial  activities  of 
national  banks. 

The  members  of  this  Committee,  which  met  in  fiscal  year  1968  on  May  28, 
1968,  were  as  follows: 


Frederick  Heldring  (Acting 
Chairman) 

Luis  F.  Corea 

G.  A.  Costanzo 

Glarence  L.  Hulford 

Alfred  F.  Miossi 

Matthew  P.  Murphy 

J.  Warren  Olmsted 

Herbert  P.  Patterson 

Wm.  Walter  Phelps,  Jr. 

Roland  Pierotti 

Richard  L.  Thomas 

Merlyn  N.  Trued 


Senior  Vice  President,  Philadelphia  National 
Bank,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Senior  Vice  President,  The  Riggs  National  Bank 
of  Washington,  Washington,  D.C. 

Executive  Vice  President,  First  National  City 
Bank,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Senior  Vice  President,  The  National  Bank  of 
Commerce  of  Seattle,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Vice  President,  Continental  Illinois  National 
Bank,  Chicago,  111. 

Senior  Vice  President,  Republic  National  Bank 
of  Dallas,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Executive  Vice  President,  First  National  Bank 
of  Boston,  Boston,  Mass. 

Executive  Vice  President,  Chase  Manhattan 
Bank,  N.A.,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Vice  President,  Mellon  National  Bank  and  Trust 
Company,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Executive  Vice  President,  Bank  of  America 
N.T.  & S.A.,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Executive  Vice  President,  The  First  National 
Bank  of  Chicago,  Chicago,  111. 

Senior  Vice  President,  Central  National  Bank 
of  Cleveland,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
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CONSULTING  COMMITTEE  OF  BANK  ECONOMISTS 


On  November  23,  1965,  the  Comptroller  announced  the  appointment  of  a 
consulting  committee  of  bank  economists  which  included  seven  national  bank 
economists. 

This  Committee’s  function  was  to  advise  the  Comptroller  and  his  staff  and  work 
with  the  National  Advisory  Committee.  The  Committee’s  primary  responsi- 
bility was  to  bring:  their  specialized  experience  and  technical  knowledge  to  bear 
on  current  problems  of  banking  policy  and  practice. 

The  members  of  this  Committee,  which  met  in  the  fiscal  year  1968  on  October  18 
were  as  follows: 


John  J.  Balles  (Chairman) 
William  F.  Butler 
James  M.  Dawson 
Herbert  E.  Johnson 

Leif  H.  Olsen 

Leslie  C.  Peacock 
Eugene  C.  Zorn,  Jr. 
William  J.  Korsvik 
Walter  E.  Hoadley 


Vice  President  and  Chief  Economist,  Mellon 
National  Bank  and  Trust  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Vice  President,  Chase  Manhattan  Bank,  N.A., 
New  York  City,  N.Y. 

Vice  President  and  Economist,  The  National  City 
Bank  of  Cleveland,  Cleveland,  Ohio 

Vice  President  and  Economist,  Continental  Illi- 
nois National  Bank  and  Trust  Co.  of  Chicago, 
Chicago,  111. 

Vice  President  in  charge  of  Economics  Depart- 
ment, First  National  City  Bank,  New  York 
City,  N.Y. 

Vice  President  and  Economist,  Crocker-Citizens 
National  Bank,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Vice  President  and  Economist,  Republic  National 
Bank  of  Dallas,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Vice  President,  The  First  National  Bank  of 
Chicago,  Chicago,  111. 

Senior  Vice  President,  Economics,  Bank  of 
America,  N.  T.  & S.  A.,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 


INVESTMENT  SECURITIES  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 


In  1962  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  established  the  Investment  Securities 
Advisory  Committee.  The  purpose  of  the  Committee  was  to  advise  the  agency 
on  matters  pertaining  to  the  regulations  concerning  investment  securities. 

Members  of  the  Committee,  who  met  in  fiscal  196.8  on  July  26  and  January  31 
were  as  follows; 


John  H.  Perkins  (Chairman) 
George  E.  Barnett 
Arthur  H.  Quinn,  Jr. 

Early  F.  Mitchell 
Alan  K.  Browne 
Lewis  F.  Lyne 
Thomas  L.  Ray 
Wesley  G.  Schelke 
James  G.  Wilson 
Franklin  Stockbridge 
Albert  W.  Gray 
Robert  Rivel 


Vice  President,  Continental  Illinois  National 
Bank  and  Trust  Co.  of  Chicago,  Chicago,  111. 

Vice  President,  First  National  City  Bank,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

Vice  President,  Philadelphia  National  Bank, 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Senior  Vice  President,  First  National  Bank  of 
Memphis,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

Vice  President,  Bank  of  America,  San  Francisco, 
Calif. 

Senior  Vice  President,  Mercantile  National 
Bank,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Vice  President,  Mercantile  Trust  Co.,  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

Vice  President,  Seattle  First  National  Bank, 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Vice  President,  The  National  Shawmut  Bank, 
Boston,  Mass. 

Senior  Vice  President,  Security  First  National 
Bank,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Vice  President,  Northwest  Bankcorporation, 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

Senior  Vice  President,  The  Chase  Manhattan 
Bank,  N.  A.,  New  York,  N.Y. 
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NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  BANKING  POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES 


On  October  4,  1965,  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  appointed  this  Committee, 
composed  of  leading  bankers.  The  Committee  has  participated  in  a cooperative 
effort  to  bring  the  thinking  of  the  banking  community  to  bear  on  the  many 
matters  of  national  concern  in  which  the  banking  industry  is  vitally  involved. 

Meetings  of  this  Committee  were  held  in  fiscal  1968  on  November  1,  and  June  7. 
Members  of  the  Committee  are  as  follows: 


George  S.  Moore  (Chairman) 
Robert  C.  Baker 
Henry  T.  Bodman 
George  Champion 
Kenton  R.  Cravens 
Roger  C.  Damon 
G.  Morris  Dorrance,  Jr. 
George  S.  Eccles 
J.  A.  Elkins,  Jr. 

John  S.  Eangboner 

Sam  M.  Fleming 
Robert  D.  H.  Harvey 

William  M.  Jenkins 
David  M.  Kennedy 

Mills  B.  Lane,  Jr. 

Frederick  G.  Larkin,  Jr. 
Homer  J.  Livingston 
John  A.  Mayer 
J.  E.  Patrick 
R.  A.  Peterson 
Edward  J.  Ruetz 
W.  Harry  Schwarzschild,  Jr. 
Robert  H.  Stewart  III 
Norfleet  Turner 


Chairman  of  the  Board,  First  National  City 
Bank,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  President,  American 
Security  and  Trust  Co.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  National  Bank  of 
Detroit,  Detroit,  Mich. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  The  Chase  Manhattan 
Bank,  N.A.,  New  York,  N.Y. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  Mercantile  Trust  Co., 
N.A.,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Boston, 
Boston,  Mass. 

President,  The  Philadelphia  National  Bank, 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

President,  First  Security  Bank  of  Utah,  N.A., 
Ogden,  Utah 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  First  City  National  Bank 
of  Houston,  Houston,  Tex. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  Chief  Executive 
Officer,  The  National  City  Bank  of  Cleveland 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 

President,  Third  National  Bank  in  Nashville, 
Nashville,  Tenn. 

Vice  Chairman  of  the  Board  and  Chief  Executive 
Officer,  Maryland  National  Bank,  Baltimore, 
Md. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  Seattle-First  National 
Bank,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  Continental  Illinois  Na- 
tional Bank  and  Trust  Co.  of  Chicago,  Chicago, 

President,  The  Citizens  and  Southern  National 
Bank,  Atlanta,  Ga. 

President,  Security  First  National  Bank,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  The  First  National  Bank 
of  Chicago,  Chicago,  111. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  Mellon  National  Bank 
and  Trust  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

President,  Valley  National  Bank  of  Arizona, 
Phoenix,  Ariz. 

President,  Bank  of  America  National  Trust  and 
Savings  Association,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Chairman  and  President,  Kenosha  National  Bank, 
Kenosha,  Wis. 

President,  The  Central  National  Bank,  Richmond, 
Va. 

President,  First  National  Bank  in  Dallas,  Dallas, 
Tex. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  First  National  Bank  of 
Memphis,  Memphis,  Tenn. 


REGIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEES  ON  BANKING  POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES 

On  November  11,  1965,  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  established  14  Regional 
Advisory  Committees  on  Banking  Policies  and  Practices  to  assist  the  agency  in  a 
continuing  review  aimed  at  keeping  bank  regulation  abreast  of  the  Nation’s  needs. 
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The  Committees’  membership  and  the  dates  of  the  regional  meetings  during 

fiscal  1968  follow: 

Region  1 meeting  date — April  3,  1968. 

Harlan  L.  Goodwin  (Chairman)  President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Ports- 
mouth, Portsmouth,  N.H. 

Ralph  A.  Mclninch  (Vice  President,  Merchants  National  Bank,  Man- 

Chairman)  Chester,  N.H. 

Gardner  L.  Brown  President,  First  Agricultural  National  Bank  of 

Berkshire  County,  Pittsfield,  Mass. 

Edward  L.  Clifford  President,  Worcester  County  National  Bank, 

Worcester,  Mass. 

Michael  A.  Gamminb,  Jr.  President,  Columbus  National  Bank  of  Rhode 

Island,  Providence,  R.I. 

Alexander  Hawley  President,  Connecticut  National  Bank,  Bridge- 

port, Conn. 

Joseph  P.  Healey  President,  Middlesex  County  National  Bank, 

Everett,  Mass. 

David  C.  Hewitt  Chairman,  Hartford  National  Bank  and  Trust 

Company,  Hartford,  Conn. 

John  Hunter,  Jr.  President,  Vermont  National  Bank,  Brattleboro, 

Vt. 

Lawrence  H.  Martin  President,  National  Shawmut  Bank,  Boston, 

Mass. 

H.  C.  Owen,  Jr.  President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Attleboro, 

Attleboro,  Mass. 

H.  Alan  Timm  President,  First  National  Granite  Bank,  Augusta, 

Maine 

Region  2 meeting  dates — November  10,  1967  and  April  5,  1968. 

Frederick  Sundermann  President,  National  Bank  of  Westchester,  White 

(Chairman)  Plains,  N.Y. 

Robert  R.  Ferguson,  Jr.  (Vice  President,  First  National  State  Bank  of  New 
Chairman)  Jersey,  Newark,  N.J. 

D.  Victor  Bornn  President,  Virgin  Islands  National  Bank,  Char- 

lotte Amalie,  St.  Thomas,  V.I. 

John  G.  Hewitt  President,  First  Merchants  National  Bank, 

Asbury  Park,  N.J. 

Elwood  F.  Kirkman  President,  The  Boardwalk  National  Bank, 

Atlantic  City,  N.J. 

Stuart  McCarty  President,  First-City  National  Bank  of  Bing- 

hamton, Binghamton,  N.Y. 

Horace  G.  Moeller  President,  Colonial  National  Bank,  Haddon- 

field,  N.J. 

W.  E.  Roosevelt  President,  The  National  State  Bank,  Elizabeth, 

N.J. 

E.  Perry  Spink  Chairman,  Liberty  National  Bank  and  Trust 

; Company,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

William  L.  Staehle  President  National  Community  Bank  of  Ruther- 

ford, Rutherford,  N.J. 

Peter  White  President,  Republic  National  Bajik  of  New 

York,  New  York,  N.Y. 

James  I.  Wyckoff  President,  The  National  Bank  of  Geneva, 

Geneva,  N.Y. 

Region  3 meeting  date — April  17,  1968. 

WiUiam  B.  Brosius  (Chairman)  President,  National  Bank  of  Chester  County 

and  Trust  Co.,  West  Chester,  Pa. 

S.  H.  Carl  Bear  : Chairman  of  the  Board,  The  Merchants 

National  Bank  of  Allentown,  Allentown,  Pa. 

Charles  H.  Bracken  President,  Marine  National  Bank,  Erie,  Pa. 

WiUiam  G.  Foulke  President,  Provident  National  Bank,  PhUadel- 

phia.  Pa. 

Russell  E.  Gardner  President,  The  Hanover  National  Bank  of 

Wilkes-Barre,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa. 

James  B.  Grieves  Former  President,  The  Union  National  Bank 

of  Pittsburgh,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
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Owen  D.  Griffith 
F.  B.  Lansberry 
George  L.  Morrison,  Jr. 
Norman  P.  Mortensen 
A.  Dean  Swift,  Jr. 
Richard  P.  Zimmerman 


President,  United  States  National  Bank  in 
Johnstown,  Johnstown,  Pa. 

President,  County  National  Bank,  Clearfield, 
Pa. 

President,  The  Harrisburg  National  Bank  and 
Trust  Co.,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

President,  First  National  Bank  of  Mercer 
County,  Greenville,  Pa. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank  of 
Williamsport,  Williamsport,  Pa. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  National  Valley  Bank 
and  Trust  Co.,  Chambersburg,  Pa. 


Region  4 meeting  dates — November  9,  1967,  and  April  25,  1968. 


Philip  F.  Searle  (Chairman) 

Thomas  G.  Bartlett 

W.  C.  Fisher 

LeRoy  M.  Miles 

M.  C.  Oberhelman 

Harland  E.  Paige 

Richard  P.  Raish 

Paul  E.  Shaffer 

L.  A.  Stoner 

R.  E.  Sweeney,  Jr. 

Burr  S.  Swezey,  Jr. 

E.  Paul  Williams 


President,  The  Northeastern  Ohio  National 
Bank,  Ashtabula,  Ohio 

President,  The  Owensboro  National  Bank. 
Owensboro,  Ky. 

Chairman,  Liberty  National  Bank  and  Trust 
Company,  Louisville,  Ky. 

President,  First  Security  National  Bank  & 
Trust  Co.,  Lexington,  Ky. 

President,  The  Citizens  National  Bank  of 
Evansville,  Evansville,  Ind. 

Chairman,  First  National  Bank  of  Akron, 
Akron,  Ohio 

President,  The  First  National  Bank,  Bellevue, 
Ohio 

Executive  Vice  President,  Fort  Wayne 
National  Bank,  Port  Wayne,  Ind. 

President,  The  Ohio  National  Bank  of  Colum- 
bus, Columbus,  Ohio 

President,  Merchants  National  Bank  & Trust 
Co.  of  Indianapolis,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Chairi^an  and  President,  Lafayette  National 
Bank,  Lafayette,  Ind. 

President,  The  Second  National  Bank,  Ash- 
land, Ky. 


Region  5 meeting  dates — October  26,  1967,  and  May  16,  1968. 


Adrian  L.  McCardell 
(Chairman) 

William  S.  Jenkins  (^Tce 
Chairman) 

Luther  S.  Berr 

S.  Thomas  Cox 

Wilbur  M.  Feltner 

W.  Wright  Harrison 
Paul  Hinkle 

C.  C.  Hope,  Jr. 

B.  L.  Jackson,  Jr. 

Archie  W.  McLean 
Thomas  E.  Sebrell,  III 
Douglas  R.  Smith 


President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Mary- 
land, Baltimore,  Md. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank  and  Trust 
Company  of  Western  Maryland,  Cumberland, 
Md. 

Executive  Vice  President,  The  Union  National 
Bank  of  Clarksburg,  Clarksburg,  W.  Va. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Altavista, 
Altavista,  Va. 

President,  Farmers  and  Merchants  National 
Bank,  Winchester,  Va. 

President,  Virginia  National  Bank,  Norfolk,  Va. 

President,  The  Charleston  National  Bank, 
Charlestown,  W.  Va. 

First  Executive  Vice  President,  First  Union 
National  Bank  of  North  Carolina,  Charlotte, 
N.C. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Bluefield, 
Bluefield,  W.  Va. 

President,  The  Planters  National  Bank  & Trust 
Co.,  Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 

President,  First  and  Citizens  National  Bank, 
Alexandria,  Va. 

Chairman  and  President,  National  Savings  & 
Trust  Co.,  Washington,  D.C. 
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Region  6 meeting  date — May  29,  1968. 


Godfrejr  Smith  (Chairman) 

Gujr  W.  Botts 
William  W Bruner 
J.  E.  Bryan 
C.  S.  Daley 
William  H.  Dial 
W.  A.  Hobbs,  Jr. 

C.  A.  Knowles 
Hugh  C.  Lane 
G.  E.  Patterson 
Edward  D.  Smith 
Leonard  A.  Usina 


President  and  Chairman,  Capital  City  First 
National  Bank  of  Tallahassee,  Tallahassee, 
Fla. 

President,  Barnett  First  National  Bank,  Jack- 
sonville, Fla. 

President,  First  National  Bank  of  South 
Carolina,  Columbia,  S.C. 

President,  Union  Trust  National  Bank  of  St. 
Petersburg,  St.  Petersburg,  Fla. 

President,  Fourth  National  Bank  of  Columbus, 
Columbus,  Ga. 

President,  First  National  Bank  at  Orlando, 
Orlando,  Fla. 

President,  First  National  Bank  of  Pompano 
Beach,  Pompano  Beach,  Fla. 

President,  First  National  Bank  of  Griffin, 
Griffin,  Ga. 

Chairman,  Citizens  and  Southern  National 
Bank  of  South  Carolina,  Charlotte,  S.C. 

President,  Liberty  National  Bank  & Trust  Co. 
of  Savannah,  Savannah,  Ga. 

President  and  Chief  Executive  Officer,  The 
First  National  Bank  of  Atlanta,  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Chairman,  Peoples  National  Bank  of  Commerce, 
Miami,  Fla. 


Region  7 meeting  date — October  18,  1967. 


Roland  A.  Mewhort  (Chair- 
man) 

John  A.  Douglas 

J.  C.  Hauser 

H.  A.  Jacobson 

Harold  Meidell 
Travis  W.  Pearse 

Howard  J.  Stoddard 

D.  P.  Stone 

Allen  P.  Stults 

G.  J.  Trauten 

A.  D.  Van  Meter,  Jr. 

P.  R.  Wilkinson 


President,  Manufacturers  National  Bank  of 
Detroit,  Detroit,  Mich. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank  in  Cham- 
paign, Champaign,  111. 

President,  Belleville  National  Savings  Bank, 
Belleville,  111. 

President,  American  National  Bank  & Trust 
Co.  of  Michigan,  Kalamazoo,  Mich. 

Chairman,  LaSalle  National  Bank,  Chicago,  111. 

Chairman  and  President,  The  National  Bank 
of  Jackson,  Jackson,  Mich. 

Chairman,  Michigan  National  Bank,  Lansing, 
Mich. 

Chairman,  First  National  Bank  of  Peoria, 
Peoria,  111. 

President,  American  National  Bank  & Trust 
Co.  of  Chicago,  Chicago,  111. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Rock 
Island,  Rock  Island,  111. 

President,  Illinois  National  Bank  of  Spring6eld, 
Springfield,  111. 

President,  The  National  L,umberman’s  Bank 
& Trust  Co.,  Muskegon,  Mich. 


Region  8 meeting  date — June  18,  1968. 


W.  W.  Campbell  (Chairman) 

John  P.  Wright  (Vice  Chair- 
man) 

Walter  Barnes 
John  A.  Hand 

Robert  M.  Hearin 
Clyde  Hendrix,  Jr. 

Earl  L.  McCarroll 


Chairman,  First  National  Bank  of  Eastern 
Arkansas,  Forrest  City,  Ark. 

President,  American  National  Bank  & Trust 
Co.,  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 

President,  First  National  Bank,  Jackson,  Tenn. 
President,  First  National  Bank  of  Birmingham, 
Birmingham,  Ala. 

President,  First  National  Bank,  Jackson,  Miss. 
President,  The  Hibernia  National  Bank  in 
New  Orleans,  New  Orleans,  La. 

President,  Union  National  Bank,  Little  Rock, 
Ark. 
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A.  R.  McDonnell 
Frank  A,  Plummer 
Walter  W.  Sohroeder 
R.  L.  Vanderpool,  Jr. 
H.  S.  Walters 


President,  Citizens  National  Bank,  Meridian, 
Miss. 

President,  First  National  Bank  of  Montgomery, 
Montgomery,  Ala. 

President,  First  National  Bank  of  Lafayette, 
Lafayette,  La. 

President,  The  Ouachita  National  Bank  in 
Monroe,  Monroe,  La. 

Chairman,  Hamilton  National  Bank,  Morris- 
town, Tenn. 


Region  9 meeting  date — September  9,  1967. 


Joseph  R.  Hartz  (Chairman) 

A.  M.  Eriksmoen  (Vice 
Chairman) 

A.  E.  Dahl 

Ora  G.  Jones,  Jr. 

George  F.  Hasten 

Richard  J.  Lewis 

Philip  H.  Nason 

Thomas  E.  Olson 

Harold  C.  Refling 

John  M.  Rose 

R.  H.  Walrath 


President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Stevens 
Point,  Stevens  Point,  Wis. 

President  and  Chairman,  Dakota  National 
Bank  of  Fargo,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 

Chairman,  National  Bank  of  South  Dakota, 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak. 

President,  Goodhue  County  National  Bank, 
Red  Wing,  Minn. 

President,  First  Wisconsin  National  Bank  of 
Milwaukee,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

President,  American  National  Bank  and  Trust 
Co.,  Eau  Claire,  Wis. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Saint 
Paul,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank,  Starbuck, 
Minn. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  The  First  National 
Bank,  Fessenden,  N.  Dak. 

President,  Kellogg-Citizens  National  Bank, 
Green  Bay,  Wis. 

President  and  Trust  Officer,  First  National 
Bank  of  Watertown,  Watertown,  S.  Dak. 


Region  10  meeting  dates — September  8,  1967,  and  May  15,  1968. 


Barret  S.  Heddens,  Jr. 
(Chairman) 

Robert  M.  Bunten  (Vice 
Chairman) 

Calvin  W.  Aurand 

Henry  G.  Blanchard 

Robert  A.  Brown 

Clarence  Coleman 

Morris  F.  Miller 
John  B.  Mitchell 

J.  O.  Peck 

Albert  M.  Price 

Carleton  C.  Van  Dyke 

Burnham  Yates 


President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Kansas 
City,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

Chairman  and  President,  The  Merchants  Na- 
tional Bank  of  Topeka,  Topeka,  Kans. 

President,  lowa-Des  Moines  National  Bank, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

President,  The  Commercial  National  Bank  of 
Kansas  City,  Kansas  City,  Kans. 

President,  The  Home  National  Bank  of  Arkan- 
sas City,  Arkansas  City,  Kans. 

President,  Union  National  Bank  of  Wichita, 
Wichita,  Kans. 

President,  Omaha  National  Bank,  Omaha,  Nebr. 

President,  First  National  Bank  in  St.  Louis, 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  First  National  Bank  & 
Trust  Co.,  Columbus,  Nebr. 

Executive  Vice  President,  The  Boone  County 
National  Bank  of  Columbia,  Columbia,  Mo. 

President,  The  Troy  National  Bank,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa. 

President,  First  National  Bank  & Trust  Co.  of 
Lincoln,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 


Region  11  meeting  date — May  11,  1968. 

T.  C.  Frost,  Jr.  (Chairman)  President,  Frost  National  Bank,  San  Antonio, 

Tex. 

Paul  Mason  (Vice  Chairman)  President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Fort 

Worth,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
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James  W.  Aston 
John  P.  Butler 
Richard  King  III 
George  G.  Matkin 
F.  G.  McClintock 
A.  W.  Riter,  Jr. 
Ford  Simmons 
Irvin  M.  Shlenker 
Earl  Sneed 

J.  D.  Wilkinson 


Chairman,  Republic  National  Bank  of  Dallas, 
Dallas,  Tex. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  The  First  National 
Bank,  Midland,  Tex. 

Chairman,  Corpus  Christ!  State  National  Bank, 
Corpus  Christi,  Tex. 

Chairman,  State  National  Bank  of  El  Paso, 
El  Paso,  Tex. 

Chairman,  First  National  Bank  & Trust  Co. 
of  Tulsa,  Tulsa,  Okla. 

President,  The  Peoples  National  Bank,  Tyler, 
Tex. 

President,  Exchange  National  Bank  & Trust 
Co.,  Ardmore,  Okla. 

Vice  Chairman,  Houston  National  Bank,  Hous- 
ton, Tex. 

Vice  President  and  Assistant  to  the  President, 
The  Liber^  National  Bank  & Trust  Co., 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

President,  The  Waggoner  National  Bank, 
Waggoner,  Tex. 


Region  12  meeting  date — June  20,  1968. 


Melvin  J.  Roberts  (Chairman) 

A.  B.  Robbs,  Jr.  (Vice 
Chairman) 

P.  N.  Dawson 

W.  M.  Callaway 

Jackson  F.  King 

J.  W.  Pearson 

P.  L.  Rice 

D.  E.  Scott 

Roy  W.  Simmons 

A.  H.  Trautwein 

R.  L.  Tripp 

Robert  D.  Williams 


President,  Colorado  National  Bank  of  Denver, 
Denver,  Colo. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  Continental  National 
Bank,  Phoenix,  Ariz. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  First  National  Bank 
in  Boulder,  Boulder,  Colo. 

President,  Farmington  National  Bank,  Farm- 
ington, N.  Mex. 

Chairman,  First  National  Bank  of  Casper, 
Casper,  Wyo. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank,  Lovell, 
Wyo. 

Chairman  of  the  Board,  First  National  Bank, 
Loveland,  Colo. 

President,  The  Routt  County  National  Bank, 
Steamboat  Springs,  Colo. 

President,  Zions  First  National  Bank,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah 

President,  Cheyenne  National  Bank,  Cheyenne, 
Wyo. 

President,  Albuquerque  National  Bank,  Albu- 
querque, N.  Mex. 

President,  First  National  Bank  of  Arizona, 
Phoenix,  Ariz. 


Region  13  meeting  dates — October  20,  1967,  and  May  9,  1968. 


Forrest  C.  Hedger  (Chairman) 

Harold  A.  Rogers  (Vice  Chair- 
man). 

C.  H.  Brocksmith 
Ralph  J.  Comstock,  Jr. 

D.  H.  Cuddy 
L.  A.  Frazier 

E.  J.  Kolar 


President,  The  Great  Falls  National  Bank, 
Great  Falls,  Mont. 

President,  Peoples  National  Bank  of  Washing- 
ton, Seattle,  Wash. 

President,  First  Security  Bank  of  Glasgow, 
Glasgow,  Mont. 

President,  First  Security  Bank  of  Idaho,  Boise, 
Idaho. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Anchor- 
age, Anchorage,  Alaska. 

President,  Fidelity  National  Bank  of  Twin 
Falls,  Twin  Falls,  Idaho. 

Chairman  of  the  Discount  Committee,  United 
States  National  Bank  of  Oregon,  Portland, 
Oreg. 
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H.  M.  Ormseth 
Willard  R.  Rhodes 
A.  E.  Saunders 
Dewitt  Wallace 
C.  Henri  Labbe 


Vice  President,  First  National  Bank  and  Trust 
Company,  Helena,  Mont. 

President,  Guaranty  National  Bank  of  White 
Center,  Seattle,  Wash. 

President,  Puget  Sound  National  Bank,  Tacoma, 
Wash. 

Former  President,  Old  National  Bank  of  Wash- 
ington, Spokane,  Wash. 

President,  Great  Western  National  Bank, 
Portland,  Oreg. 


Region  14  meeting  dates — October  27,  1967,  and  May  24,  1968. 


Ralph  V.  Arnold  (Chairman) 
Claude  C.  Blakemore 
Carroll  F.  Byrd 
Alfred  Hart 
K.  J.  Luke 
R.  M.  Prior 
M.  A.  Ruderman 
Howard  L.  Sargent 
Carl  K.  Schieck 
Emmett  G.  Solomon 
Linus  E.  South  wick 
George  L.  Woodford,  Jr. 


Chairman  of  the  Boart^  First  National  Bank  & 
Trust  Co.,  Ontario,  Calif. 

President,  Southern  California  First  National 
Bank,  San  Diego,  Calif. 

President,  The  First  National  Bank  of  Willows, 
Willows,  Calif. 

President,  City  National  Bank,  Beverly  Hills, 
Calif. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  President,  Hawaii 
National  Bank,  Honolulu,  Hawaii. 

President,  Security  National  Bank  of  Nevada, 
Reno,  Nev. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  President,  Palm 
Springs  National  Bank,  Palm  Springs,  Calif. 

President,  Santa  Barbara  National  Bank,  Santa 
Barbara,  Calif. 

President,  Pacific  National  Bank  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, San  Francisco,  Calif. 

President,  Crocker-Citizens  National  Bank,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

President,  Valley  National  Bank,  Glendale, 
CaliL 

President,  Newport  National  Bank,  Newport 
Beach,  Calif. 


318-223— C9 35 
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and  published. 
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Page 

Accounts,  Bureau  of: 

Administrative  report 86-92 

Treasury  orders  concerning 473,  474 

Administrative  management 57-61 

Advisory  committees 480-509 

Asian  Development  Bank 51-2,  420-2 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Petty: 

Remarks  on  international  financial  affairs: 

April  5,  1968 453-5 

May  14,  1968 455-60 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Surrey; 

Remarks  on  tax  policy: 

November  15,  1967 322-6 

May  15,  1968 306-14 

June  18,  1968 314-22 

Automatic  data  processing 59,  66,  88,  98,  110 


B 

Balance  of  payments: 

Background 401-03,434-6,443-52 

Comparative  figures XXIV,  37-8,  39,  453 

Foreign  trade  policy 240-1,  366-70,  411-16 

Foreign  travel  proposals 294-301,  360-5 

Measures  to  improve 38-9, 

226-30,  234-6,  350-3,  356-60,  422-34,  436-7,  453-5,  461-2 

Policy XXII-XXIV,  226-30 

Bills,  Treasury : 

1968  operations 12-18,  19-20 

Press  releases 146-9 

Summary,  1968  issues 150-4 

Bonds,  U.S.  Government; 

Mortgage  guaranty  insurance  company,  tax  and  loss 34,  222-3 

Savings; 

Payroll  savings  plan 253 

Regulations,  revised  and  amended 159-218 

Budget: 

Cash  and  monetary  assets 6 

Commission  on  Budget  Concepts,  recommendations  and  implementa- 
tion  8-10,  322-3 

Concepts,  new  unified 3,  8-10,  253-5 

Means  of  financing 3 

National  income  accounts,  basis XVI,  232,  253-4 

Receipts,  outlays,  and  net  lending 4-6 

Surplus  or  deficit 3-4 

“Tax  Expenditure  Budget.”  See  Taxation:  “Tax  Expenditures.” 


Charts : 

Budget  1959-68 4 

Changes  in  holdings  of  Federal  securities 13 

Composition  of  world  reserves,  December  1948,  1960,  and  1967 390 

Department  of  the  Treasury  seal 479 
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Charts — Continued  Page 

Market  yields,  1962-68 12 

Organization  of  the  Department  of  the  Treasury,  November  1,  1968-  XIII 

Ownership  of  Federal  securities,  June  30,  1968 21 

Private  holdings  of  marketable  Federal  securities,  1964-68 13 

Production  of  clad  dimes  and  quarters 466 

Circulars,  Department,  Numbers: 

1-68,  February  1,  1968,  Treasury  notes.  Series  A- 1975 137-9 

4-68,  May  2,  1968,  Treasury  notes.  Series  C-1969 139-41 

Coins,  production  by  U.S.  mints 117-18,  465-6 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  Office  of  the: 

Administrative  report 61-5 

Advisory  committees 501-09 

Treasury  order  concerning 472 

Congressional  testimony  by  Treasury  officials,  other  than  that  reprinted 


Corporations  and  other  business-type  activities  of  the  U.S.  Government: 

Review  for  1968 7-8 

Corporation  income  taxes.  See  Taxation:  Income  and  profits  taxes. 
Counterfeiting.  See  Investigative  activities:  U.S.  Secret  Service. 

Currency.  See  Paper  currency. 

Customs  (see  also  Enforcement) : 

Advisory  committees 485-97,  499,  500 

Antidumping  and  countervailing  duty 68-9,  413-14,  416 

Bureau  of,  administrative  report 65-77 

Carriers  and  persons  entering  the  United  States 65 

Collections  and  payments 6,  65 

Containerization 71 

Drawback  transactions 69 

Duty  proposals 365,  366 

Imports 65,  72 

D 

Debt  management.  See  Federal  debt:  Management;  Public  debt:  Man- 
agement. 

Defense  lending 91 

Depositaries  for  Government 89,  100 

Director  of  Practice,  Office  of  the,  administrative  report 77-8 

Domestic  Gold  and  Silver  Operations,  Office  of : 

Administrative  report 78-80 

Treasury  order  concerning 476 

E 

Electronic  data  processing.  See  Automatic  data  processing. 

Enforcement  activities  (see  also  Investigative  activities) : 

Customs,  Bureau  of 75-7 

Internal  Revenue  Service 110-13 

Narcotics,  Bureau  of 122-4 

Engraving  and  Printing,  Bureau  of: 

Administrative  report - - 80-6 

Treasury  orders  concerning.. 472,  474,  477 

Exchange  stabilization  agreements 42,  460-1,  463-4 

Excise  taxes.  See  Taxation:  Excise  taxes. 

Executive  Assignment  Board,  establishment 477-8 

Expenditures: 

1959-68  budget-.:.- - 4 

1968  legislative  control 31 

Budget 6 

Major  agencies,  expenditures  by 6 

Policy 280-1 

Export-Import  Bank  of  the  United  States 453-5 

F 

Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950,  as  amended  (Secretary  of  Treasury) 

operations 91 
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Federal  debt  {see  also  Public  debt):  Paee 

Advance  refunding 15-18 

Financing  operations 15-20 

Management,  1968  review 11-25 

Ownership 20-25 

Policy XX-XXII,  233,  240,  256 

Federal  Reserve: 

Banks: 

Extension  of  authority  for  direct  purchase  of  public  debt  issues 224, 

257-8 

Notes: 

Elimination  of  gold  reserve  requirements 46,  224-6 

Issuance  and  destruction  procedures,  revised 101 

Treasury  orders  concerning 472,  474 

Federal  securities,  definition 20-21 

Federal  Tax  Deposit  System 11,  91-2 

Fiscal  Service  administrative  reports 86-104 

Foreign  Assets  Control,  Office  of,  administrative  report 104-05 

Foreign  exchange  operations 39-42 

“Freedoin  Shares.”  See  Notes,  U.S.  Government:  Savings. 

6 

General  Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade  (GATT) 53,  68,  411-14 

Gold: 

Elimination  of  reserve  requirements  for  Federal  Reserve  notes,  U.S. 

notes,  and  Treasury  notes  of  1890 46,  224-6 

Policy 40,  46-7,  349,  439,  440-1,  467 

Pool,  international-- 40,  42,  46,  370-1,  437-9 

Production,  use,  andcontroL. - 79 

Regulations,  amended 467-70 

Two-tier  price  system XXIV-XXV,  46-7,  370-1,  439-40 

Government  corporations.  See  Corporations  and  other  business-type  ac- 
tivities of  the  U.S.  Government; 

Government-wide  financial  management 8-11 

Group  of  Ten - 341,  372 

I 

Income  taxes.  See  Taxation:  Income  and  profits  taxes. 

Income  tax  surcharge.  See  Taxation:  Income  and  profits  taxes:  Policy;  Sur- 
charge. 

Indebtedness  of  foreign  governments  to  the  United  States,  status: 

World  War  I 90 

World  War  II 90 

Inter-American  Development  Bank 49-50,  373-6,  417-19 

Interest  equalization  tax.  See  Taxation.  Excise  taxes: 


Internal  revenue,  collections  and  refunds 109 

Internal  Revenue  Service: 

Administrative  report 105-17 

Advisory  committees 498,  500-01 

International  Anti-Dumping  Code 68 

International  Bank  for  Reconstruction  and  Development  (IBRD).  See 
World  Bank. 

International  conferences  and  meetings 37,  74 

International  financial  and  monetary  affairs  {see  also  Balance  of  payments; 

Gold) : 

1968  legislation 393-5 

Advisory  Committee  on  International  Monteary  Arrangements--  246-7,  498 

New  parity  rate  for  the  pound  sterling 348 

Policy - XXIV-XXVI,  XXVII,  400-1 1 

Review 37-53,  236-7,  341-465 

Washington  communique,  March  17,  1968 370-1 

World  trade  and  monetary  reserves 366-70,  390 
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International  Monetary  Fund  (IMF):  ' 

Annual  review 47-8,  342-8 

General  Arrangements  to  Borrow  (GAB) 372 

Policy - . XXVIII,  371-2 

Special  Drawing  Rights XXVI,  43-5,  344-6,  353,  381^95,  441-3 

U.S.  drawings 42,  463 

U.S.  reserve  position 42 

International  tax  matters 36-7,  113-15 

Investigative  activities: 

Internal  Revenue  Service 116-17 

U.S.  Secret  Service 129-33 

Investments  of  Government  accounts  in  public  debt  securities 25 


J 


Joint  Commission  on  the  Coinage 465 

Joint  Financial  Management  Improvement  Program 10-11 


K 

Kennedy  Round.  See  General  Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade. 


M 

Management  improvement 57,  65,  80-3,  86,  93-4,  98,  105-06,  120,  128 

Mint,  Bureau  of: 

Administrative  report. 1 17-20 

Treasury  order  concerning 478 

N 

Narcotic  and  marihuana  law  enforcement.  See  Enforcement  activities: 


Customs;  Narcotics. 

Narcotics,  Bureau  of: 

Administrative  report 120-5 

Treasury  order  concerning 473 

National  Advisory  Council  on  International  Monetary  and  Financial 

Policies 45,  417 

National  banks,  status , 63 

Notes,  U.S.  Government  (see  also  Paper  currency); 

1968  operations 16,  18,  19-20 

Allotments 143-5 

Savings,  regulations,  amended  and  revised 218-22 

Summary,  1968  issues.. 142 


O 


Officials,  administrative  and  staff  of  the  Department  of  the  Treasury X-XII 

Orders,  Treasury  Department 471-9 

Organization  chart  of  the  Dwartment  of  the  Treasury,  November  1,  1968.  XIII 

Organization  for  Economic  Cooperation  and  Development  (OECD) 37,  52-3 

Outlays ; 

1967-68  by  major  agencies 6 


P 

Paper  currency: 

Issued  and  redeerhed 102 

Issuing  and  redeeming  procedures 101-02 

Removal  of  gold  cover 46,  224-6 

Participation  certificates^ 13,  15 

Postal  savings  system,  liquidation 91 

President  Johnson: 

January  1,  1968,  balance-of-payments  program XXII- 

XXIII,  38-9,  226-30,  234-6,  359,  454-5,  461-2 
Statement,  August  28,  1967 . 342 
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Public  debt  (see  also  Federal  debt;  Statistical  Appendix) : Page 

Book-entry  procedure  for  securities 155-9 

Bureau  of  the,  administrative  report 92-7 

Circulars 137-41 

Financing  operations,  summaries 142,  150-4 

Legislation 224 

Management: 

Advisory  committees 480-5 

Policy ■ 246-58 

Public  issues: 

Marketable  securities: 

Maturity  distribution  and  average  length 12,  14 

Regulations,  amended  and  revised 155-223 

Special  issues  to  Government  accounts 14,  25 

R 

Receipts: 

1959-68  budget 4 

Budget 4-6 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  (RFC)  (in  liquidation) 91 

Revenue  and  Expenditure  Control  Act  of  1968.  See  Taxation. 

S 

Secretaries,  Under  Secretaries,  General  Counsels,  Assistant  Secretaries, 

Special  Assistants  to  the  Secretary  (for  Enforcement),  and  Deputy 
Under  Secretaries  for  Monetary  Affairs  of  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury: 

January  20,  1965-November  1,  1968 IX 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Fowler: 

Advisory  committees 480-99 

Letter  to  Senator  Williams,  November  22,  1967,  on  surcharge  proposal-  274-6 
Letter  to  Chairman  Mills,  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  June  6, 

1968,  on  international  trade... 411-16 

Remarks  and  statements  on: 

Fiscal  and  economic  policy; 

January  30,  1968. 224-6 

February  15,  1968 230-7 

International  financial  and  monetary  affairs: 

September  26,  1967 342-8 

December  16,  1967 j 349 

January  10,  1968 349-55 

February  5,  1968 355-70 

March  14,  1968 370 

April  22,  1968 373-6 

April  30,  1968 376-81 

May  1,  1968 381-93 

May  8,  1968 395-400 

May  24,  1968 400-11 

Taxation: 

August  14,  1967 258-72 

November  15,  1967 272-3 

November  29,  1967 276-87 

March  12,  1968 288-94 

June  25,  1968 294-301 

Silver  (see  also  Coins) : 

Bullion  transactions. ■ 99,  119 

Policy 465-6 

Regulations,  amended 466 

Sales , 80,  99,  119,  465-7 

Social  security  amendments,  fiscal  1968 31-2 

Special  Drawing  Rights.  See  International  Monetary  Fund. 
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Taxation:  Page 

Developments  1968 25-37,  258-341 

Employment  taxes,  receipts 5 

Estate  and  gift  taxes,  receipts 6 

Excise  taxes: 

Interest  equalization  tax 36,  422-34 

Receipts 5-6 

Recommendations  and  legislation 25,  27,  29-30,  32-4,  269 

Travel  tax  recommendations 32-3,  297-301,  360-6 

User  charges 33 

Income  and  profits  taxes: 

Corporation 5,  28-29 

Individual,  receipts 5 

Recommendations,  regulations  and  legislation 25,  27,  157-9,  276-87 

Surcharge— XVIII-XX,  27-28,  266-9,  270-2,  274-6 

Industrial  development  bonds 30-1 

International  tax  matters 36-7,  113-15 

Investment  credit  and  accelerated  depreciation 314-22 

Mortgage  guaranty  insurance  companies 34,  222-3 

Pension  Plans,  Committee  on 498-9 

Pohcy XVIII-XX,  306-14,  322-40 

President’s  recommendations 25-27,  288-94 

Private  foundations 272-4 

Revenue  and  Expenditure  Control  Act  of  1968 XVIII-XX,  27-31 

“Tax  Expenditures” 35-6,  312-13,  322-40 

Treasurer  of  the  United  States: 

Account  of  the., 6-7,  98-100 

Office  of  the,  administrative  report 97-104 

Securities  held  in  custody 103 

Treasury  order  concerning  Federal  Reserve  notes 472 

Treasury,  Department  of  the: 

Circulars,  Department.  See  Circulars,  Department. 

Consultative  Committee  of  the  Business  Council 499 

Executive  Assigiiment  Board  and  Committee 477-8 

Management  improvement  program.  See  Management  improvement. 

Ofiicials,  administrative  and  staff,  November  1,  1968 X-XII 

Official  seal 479 

Organization  and  procedure  orders : 471-9 

Secretaries,  Under  Secretaries,  General  Counsels,  Assistant  Secre- 
taries, Special  Assistants  to  the  Secretary  (for  Enforcement),  and 
Deputy  Under  Secretaries  for  Monetary  Affairs,  January  20,  1965- 
November  1,  1968 IX 

U 

U.S.  balance  of  payments.  See  Balance  of  payments. 

U.S.  Government  corporations.  See  Corporations  and  other  business-type 
activities  of  the  U.S.  Government. 

U.S.  savings  bonds.  See  Bonds,  U.S.  Government:  Savings. 

U.S.  Savings  Bonds  Division,  administrative  report 125-8 

U.S.  savings  notes.  See  Notes,  U.S.  Government:  Savings. 

U.S.  Secret  Service: 

Administrative  report 128-33 

Treasury  order  concerning 473-4 

Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Barr: 

Remarks  and  statements  on : 

Financial  and  economic  policy: 

October  4,  1967 237-41 

June  25,.  1968 241-5 

International  financial  and  monetary  affairs: 

February  28,  1968 417-19 

Aprils,  1968 ^ 420-2 

Taxation:  ' 

September  14,  1967 301-06 


Digitized  for  FRASER 
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/ 

Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 


INDEX 


521 


Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  Monetary  Affairs  Deming:  Pago 

Remarks  and  statements  on: 

Fiscal  and  financial  policies: 

October  19,  1967 246-52 

February  27,  1968 253-7 

April  3,  1968 257-8 

International  financial  and  monetary  affairs: 

July  14,  1967 422-34 

April  4,  1968 434-9 

May  6,  1968 439-47 

June  17.  1968 447-53 

W 

Washington  Communique  of  March  17,  1968„^ 370-1 

World  Bank: 

Annual  review 48-9,  346-8 

International  Development  Association  (IDA),  affiliate  of 48-9,  395-400 

International  Finance  Corporation  (IFC),  affiliate  of 48 

Inter-American  Development  Bank.  See  Inter-American  Development 
Bank. 
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